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RhP ALTERNATIVES ASSESSEL 

Five alternatives were COnSidEred in detail in the EIS. 

The five alternatives present different ways of answerins the questions raisea 
by the planning issues. These answers were used to fornulate specific 
management actions under each alternative. 

Existing management practices that were determinea adequate, alongwith 
administrative changes based on the management opportunities identified in the 
C&A (management actlons common to all alternatives) were considered to be part 
of every alternative. 

Alternative A 
(the no action alternative) 

- represents continuation of current management; and 

- provides a baseline for comparing the other alternatives and the effects of 
their implementation. 

Alternative B 
gives priority to: 

- production of mineral resources; and 

- production of forage and use of public lands for grazing. 

ALTERNATIVE C 
gives priority to: 

- use of the public lands for recreation by maintaining the spectrum of 
recreational opportunities now present; 

- production of wildlife habitat and protection of specialized wildlife 
habitats; and 

- preserving watershed values through protection of certain soils resources. 

ALTERNATIVE D 
sives priority to: 

- preserving natural succession of plant communities by nlinimizing surface 
disturbance, particularly in four specific areas; 

. . . . 

- protecting cultural resources beyona the requirements of law in certain 
areas; and 

- increasing the extent of areas available for primitive uses. 
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ALTERNATIVE E 
(the pretered alternative) gives priority to: 

- protecting the opportunity for prinlitive and semi-primitive recreation uses 
in certain areas; 

- protecting scenic values in certain area; 

- protectinq cultural resources beyond the requirements of the law in certain 
areas; 

- protectins certain wildlife habitat areas; 

- preserving watershed values through protection of certain soils resources; 

- continuing livestock grazing at current use levels in areas where no 
conflict with other resource values occurs; and 

- otherwise making public lanas available for the production of mineral 
resources. 

REASONS FOR SELECTIGN 

The RtiP is essentially the same as Alternative E, the prefered alternative. 
This alternative was selectea because it: 

best resolves the planning issues 

strikes a balance or reasonable compromise between national ana local- 
regional interests 

best fulfills BLh's statutory mission and responsibilities, giving 
consideration to enviromental, scientific, educational and economic factors 

maintains multiple use management while providing protection or 
enhancement to unique and sensitive resources. 

hINIRIZATION OF EWIRONf'iENTAL iiARf+l 

All practical means to avoid or minimize enviromental harm have been adopted 
in the decisions. These decisions are found in Chapter 2. 

IhPLEhENTATION AND PLAN ElOhITORlEtG 
-..- 

The implementation and monitoring program out1 ined in the RCIP is aaoptea. 
Details are outlined in Chapter 1. The software program SYZYGY will be used 
to track plan implementation, monitoring and budget. 

The estimated cost of implementing the plan is 2 million aollars annually (as 
of December 1990). This cost incluaes labor and non-labor costs in San Juan 
Resource Area as well as support from hoab District. 
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PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND INTERGOVERNtiENTAL/INTERAGENCY COORDINATIO;i 

Public participation and consultation was encouraged and sought throughtout 
the development of this plan. Details are listed in the Purpose and Need 
section of Chapter 1. The RMP/EIS documents notices; coordination with other 
federal, state, and local agencies; public meetings; public review and 
comment; and other public participation efforts involved in the preparation of 
this RMP. 

The San Juan RMP has been determined to be consistent with the plans, 
programs, and policies of the U.S. Forest Service and National Park Service. 
It is mostly consistent with the San Juan County Master Plan. It is 
inconsistent in that the county plan recognizes the potential of parts of 
Cedar Mesa for agricultural and commercial development as private lands, while 
the RMP would retain these lands in federal ownership. 

A summary and listing of public participation and interagency coordination is 
found in Appendix 1 of the Resource Management Plan. 

PROTEST RESOLUTIOIJ 

The public was notified of their right to protest the proposed plan through 
the Federal Register, news release and letters. The protest period began 
July 14, 1989 and ended August 30, 1989. 

Sixteen protests were filed with the Director, Bureau of Land Management. The 
protests focused on designation and management of ACECs, firewood gathering, 
eligibility of rivers for wild and scenic river designation, livestock grazing 
at the 5 year licensed average, consistency with NPS management, and 
management of ORV use, cultural resources, riparian areas and seasonal 
wildlife habitat. 

Additional review of river segments under established wild and scenic river 
procedures will be accomplished within a year of approval of the RMP. This 
will ensure that all rivers or streams on public lands in the resource area 
are evaluated for eligibility for wild and scenic river designation. 

CONSISTENCY REVIEW 

The RMP was reviewed by the State of Utah and determined to be consistent with 
the officially approved resource related plans and policies of the state as 
noted in the Governor's letter to the Utah State Director, BLM dated September 
13, 1989. 

PLAN AVAILABILITY 

Copies of the RMP may be obtained from the following locations: 

Utah State Office 
324 S. State Street 
Suite 301 
Coordinated Finacial Services Building 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 

Moab District Office 
82 East Dogwood 
P.O. Box 970 
Moab, Utah 84532 

San Juan Resource Area Office 
435 North Main 
P.O. Box 7 
Monticello, Utah 84535 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

ORGANIZATION OF THE RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

The decisions presented in Chapter 2 form the 

Resource Management Plan (RMP) for the San Juan 

Resource Area (SJRA). The Range Management 

section consititutes the Rangeland Program 

Summary (RPS) for the SJRA.., 

The RMP meets requirements of the Federal Land 

Policy and Management Act (FLPMA) and the court 

ordered evaluation of livestock grazing on 

public lands within the SJRA. The court order 
required examination of the effects of livestock 

grazing on public lands administered by BLM. 

FLPMA requires an interdisciplinary approach and 

public involvement in planning and decision 
making on multiple resource management of pulbic 

lands. 

Within SJRA boundaries, ELM's Grand Resource 

Area administers grazing in a small area; the 

Farmf ngton Resource Area, Albuquerque District, 

new Mexico, shares administration of certain 

aspects of oil and gas resource management on a 

small area of BLN and Indian reservation lands; 

and the San Juan Resource Area, Montrose 

District, Colorado, administers grazing on 

certain allotments and federal minerals under a 

small area of Indian allotments. 

Land-surface administration is shown in table 1, 

tables 2 and 3 show the management 

responsibilities for minerals, grazing, and 

other resources. 

THE PLANNING PROCESS 

THE RESOURCE AREA 

PURPOSE AND NEED 

SJRA, within the Moab District, is responsible 

for management of BLM-adminstered lands in the 

majority of San Juan County in southeastern 

Utah. The SJRA is bordered by the Colorado 

state line on the east, the Arizona state line 

on the south, the Colorado River on the west, 

and Canyonlands National Park and BLM's Grand 

Resource Area on .the north. Monticello and 

Blanding are the two main communities within the 

resource area. 

The SJRA also manages some resources on lands 

administered by other federal agencies. 

Management of the San Juan River is jointly 

administered by SJRA and National Park Service 

(NPS). The BLM manages grazing and minerals on 

U.S. Forest Service (USFS)-administered land, 

and certain federal minerals on Indian 

reservation land administered by the Bureau of 

Indian Affairs (BIA) and Indian tribal 

councils. The SJRA administers grazing 

allotments that extend into the Grand Resource 

Area on the north and the Colorado BLM Montrose 

District's San Juan Resource Area on the east. 

In the late 1960s and early 1970s. BLM conducted 

several planning efforts on small sub-units of 

what is now SJRA and produced several management 

framework plans (MFPsl that provided management 

direction for various resources and resource 

problems. The MFPs being replaced by the RMF 

are listed in table 4. Because of changing 

circumstances and conditions, including ner 

legislation, changing policies, and new land-use 

conflicts and issues, and RMP was needed. Tht 

resource management planning effort war 

initiated in 1983 to cover the entire SJRA 



TABLE 1 

Land Surface Administration 

Jurisdictional Unit 

FEDERAL OWNERSHIP 3,933,063.67 
BLM administered public lands al,776,601.27 
National Park Service 569.176.34 

Canyonlands National Park (NP) 247,998.47 

Glen Canyon NRA 312,656.38 

Hovenweep National Monument (NM) 440.00 
Natural Bridges NM and 7,445.49 

access road 175.00 
Rainbow Bridge NM 461.00 

U.S. Forest Service 366,793.50 

Manti-LaSal National Forest (NF) 366,641.OO 
Baker Ranger Station 152.50 

Navajo Indian Reservation 1,220,492.56 

STATE OWNERSHIP 244,955.22 

State Lands Commission 244.935.22 
State Parks and Recreation 20.00 

PRIVATE INDIAN TRUST LANDS 

Ute Indian Allotments 

Navajo Indian Allotments 

12,297.43 

10,700.88 

22,998.31 

PRIVATE OUNERSHIP 

Housing and Urban Developrnentb 

BLMb 

Department of Energyb 

Ute Mountain Tribe 
Navajo tribe 

Other private lands 

337,747.93 

40.00 

61.89 

79.54 

840.00 

1,280.OO 

335,446.50 

TOTAL 4,538,765.13 

Unit Total Agency Total Total 

(acres) (acres.1 Acres 

NOTE: Surveyed land is measured to the hundredth of an acre; unsurveyed land is estimated to 

the nearest acre. 

aIncludes 3,053 acres of accretion land which is subject to a legal decision in ongoing 

litigation. 

bLands owned by the Federal Government for sole use by a federal agency. These are purchased 

lands, not part of the public domain, and are not subject to public land use laws. 

Source: BLM Master Title Plats, December 1984. 
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TABLE 2 

Hanagemmt of Mineral Resources 

ABMINISTRATION OF SURFACE ESTATE [acres) 
Federal Minerals 

ADMINISTRATION OF MINERALS ESTATE (acres) 
Federal Minerals by State Minerals Private Minerals 

Managing Agency or Surface Owner. 

BLM (Public Lands) 
Federal Minerals 
State Minerals 

Total Surface 

1,776,601.27 

by BLM 

1.777,828.21 

Other Federal Agency by State by Owner 

1,365.OO 

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 

NPS 569,176.34 

Cahyonlands NP 

Federal Minerals 
State Minerals 

(247,998.47) 

(312,656.38) 

260.249.60 

b51,606.78 

Glen Canyon NRA 
Federal Minerals 

State Minerals 
Indian Minerals 

5.705.98 

800.00 

Hovenweep NM 
Federal Minerals 

(440.00) 
b440.00 

Natural Bridges NM 

Federal Minerals , 
(7.445.49) 

a7.445.49 

Natural Bridges NM Access Road 

Federal Minerals 

(175.00) 

a175.00 

Rafnbow Bridge NM 

Federal Minerals 
(461.00) 

'461.00 
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TABLE 2 (Continued) 

ADMINISTRATION OF SURFACE ESTATE (acres) 

Managing Agency or Surface Owner Total Surface 

Federal Minerals 

by BIJ4 

ADMINISTRATION OF MINERALS ESTATE (acres) 
Federal Minerals by State Minerals Private Minerals 

Other Federal Agency by State by Owner 

USFS 366.79350 

Manti-LaSal National Forest (366,641.OO) 

Federal Minerals 366.641.00 
Baker Ranger Station (152.50) 

Federal Minerals d152.50 

Navajo Indian Reservation 1,220,492.56 
Federal Minerals 51.606.78 

Indian Minerals al ,168,885.78 

State Ownership 
State Lands Comnfssfon 

State Minerals 
State Parks 

Federal Minerals 

244,955.22 
(244,935.22) 

(20.00) 
20.00 

244.935.22 

Private Indian Trust Lahds 

Ute Indfan Allotments 
Private Minerals 

Navajo Indian Allotments 

Federal Oil and Gas 
Prfvate Minerals 

22.998.31 
(12,297.43) 

c12,297.43 
(10,700.88) 

1.074.96 
b9 ,625.92 
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TABLE 2 (Continued) 

ADMINISTRATION OF SURFACE ESTATE (acres) 

Managing Agency or Surface Owner Total Surface 

Private Ownership 
HUD 

State Minerals 
BLM 

Federal Minerals 
DOE 

Federal Minerals 
Ute Mountain Tribe 

Private Minerals 

Navajo Tribe 

Private Minerals 

a337.747.93 

(40.00) 

(61.89) 

(79.54) 

(840.00) 

(1.280.00) 

Federal Minerals 
by BLM 

ADMINISTRATION OF MINERALS ESTATE (acres) 
Federal Minerals by State Minerals Private Minerals 
Other Federal Agency by State by Owner 

40.00 

61.89 

79.54 

840.00 

1.280.00 

(335.446.50) Other Private Lands 

Federal Minerals 

Federal Oil and Gas 
Federal Other Mineralse 

State Minerals 

Private Minerals 

28,396.32 

26.850.86 

27,687.72 
. 

67,154.12 
182.765.54 

TOTALS 4,538,765.13 2.540.496.88 1,493,382.39 320.000.32 184.885.54 

NOTE: Split-estate lands are where the surface estate and mfnerals estate are managed by different agencies. 
carried into the RMP; other totals are for information only. 

Federal minerals managed by the BLM wfll be 

the nearest acre. 
Surveyed land is measured to the hundredth of an acre; unsurveyed land is estimated to 

aNPS, 250.813.98 acres total. 

bBureau of Indian Affairs, exploration and production managed by Farmington Resource Area, Albuquerque District, BLM, 1.178.511.80 acres. 
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TABLE 2 (Concluded) 

CBureau of Indian Affairs, exploration and production managed by San Juan Resource Area, Montrose District, BLM, 12,297.43 acres. 

dUSFS, 152.50 acres total. 

eIncludes all or same of the following: oil and gas, potash, sodium, phosphate, nitrogen, uranium, thorium, coal, or fissionable minerals. 

Source: BLM Master Title Plats, December 1984. 
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TABLE 3 

Management of Grazing and Recreation Resources 

Public Resource 

Livestock Grazing 

Administered Not Administered 

by SJRA by SJRA 

(acres) (acres) 

Public lands within SJRA 

Public lands in Grand Resource Area 

Public lands in Coloradoa 

NPS lands in Glen Canyon NRA 

NPS lands in Hovenweep NM 

TOTAL 

Public lands by Grand Resource Area 

Public lands by Coloradoa 

1,745,661.27 

570.00 

6,265.OO 

312.656.38 

100.00 

2,065,252.65 

200.00 

10,200.00 
Public lands not within an allotmentb 

TOTAL 

20,540.oo 

30,940.oo 

Recreation 

Public lands 

San Juan River, Joint Managementc 

TOTAL 

1,776,601.27 

15,ooo.oo 

1,791,601.27 

NOTE: Acres administered by SJRA will be carried into the RMP; other totals are for 

information only. 

aLivestock grazing is managed under a memorandun of understanding with BLM's Montrose 
District, Colorado, San Juan Resource Area. 

bIncludes acreage alloted to wildlife. 

CRecreational use of the San Juan River from Mexican Hat to Clay Hi 

jointly with Glen Canyon NRA. 

11s Crossing is managed 

Source: BLM Grazing Case Files; BLM Master Title Plats, December 1984. 
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TABLE 4 

Previous Management Framework Plans, SJRA 

Approximate 

Plan Name BLM Acres Plan Date 

South San Juan a1,275,340 bJune 1973 

Indian Creek- 

Beef Basin a173,280 bAugust 1973 

Montezuma 436,790 bNovember 1974 

Indian Creek- 

Dry Valley c286,440 December 1977 

aPredates formation of Glen Canyon National 

Recreation Area. 

bPredates formation of BLM;s Moab District. 

CIncludes part of Grand Resource Area, Moab 

District 

The first document in the RMP process was the 

pre-planning analysis completed in September 

1984. This was followed by the management 

situation analysis (MSAl in September 1985. 

The San Juan Draft Resource Management Plan and 

Environmental Impact Statement (RMP-EIS) was 

distributed in may 1986 for a formal go-day 

public comment period, which was later extended 

to November 3, 1986 (a total review time of 

approximately 5 months). 

During that time, meetings with interested 

cftfzens and elected officials indicated a 

widespread lack of understanding as to how the 

proposed RMP would change existing management. 

The nature of the land covered by the San Juan 

RMP, and the number of issues addressed, made 

this RMP more complex than most comparable 

plans. Many people expressed the opinion that 

the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) had not 

provided adequate opportunity to address changes 

in the proposed RMP that were made in response 

to public comment on the draft RMP. 

Therefore, on March 24, 1988, to allow for 

further public review and comment, BLM's Utah 

State OFfice announced that the September 1987 

proposed RMP would be treated as a second draft, 

and reopened the comment period, allowing 82 

more days (approximately 3 months) for the 

public to review and comment on that document. 

During this period, six open-house meetings were 

held at various locations to help the public 

become familiar with the plan and learn how to 

comment effectively. Thus the comment period on 

the September 1987 proposed RMP and final EIS 

began December 18, 1987 and ended June 13, 1988. 

Thre proposed RMP was reissued to the public in 

June 1989. The protest period for this document 

began July 14, 1989 and ended Augsut 30, 1989. 

The proposed RMP and final EIS, published in 

September 1987, originally had a 30-day protest 

period (December 18, 1987 to January 18, 1988). 

This period was later extended to February 1, 

1988. 
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IMPLEMENTATION 

The decisions presented in this plan are 

expected to be implemented within 10 years after 

the adoption of the RMP. The ability to 
complete the identified projects is directly 

dependent on the BLM budgeting process. The 
priorities for accomplishment will be reviewed 

annually and may be revised based upon changes 

in law, regulations, policy, or economic factors 

such as cost-effectiveness of projects, The 
software program SYZYGY will be used to track 

plan implementation and monitoring. 

MONITORING AND EVALUATION 

Monitoring the RMP includes both on-the-ground 

resource indicators and the land-use decisions 

themselves, and should provide ongoing answers 

to the following questions: 

Are the management decisions in the RMP 

being implemented in a timely manner? 

Are plan decisions being carried out 

through site-specific activity plans? 

Were the impacts to the human 

environment (beneficial or adverse1 

projected accurately in the 

environmental impact statement (EIS), 

and are prescribed mitigation measures 

effective in decreasing adverse impacts? 

Are the projects or prescriptions, as 

implemented, successful in achieving 

the desired result of resource 

protection or resource production? 

Are planning decisions, as implemented, 

successful in meeting the goals and 

objectives of the RMP selected? 

Plan monitoring is important to ensure that the 

RHP is a useful management tool. It points out 

both successes and inadequacies in the RMP and 

is used to keep the plan current. Monitoring 
provides the manager with evaluation to ensure 

that laws, regulations, and policies are being 

met; that management programs are proceeding in 

the desired direction; and that the resource 

conflicts and administrative problems identified 

in the RMP are being adequately resolved. 

ANTICIPATED IMPLEMENTATION AND MONITORING NEEDS 

Table 5 lists, by management program, the 
anticipated priorities, implementation, 

scheduling, and monitoring needs for the RMP. 

This general table is intended to give a 

framework for the types of implementation 

actions, general schedules, and broad objectives 

of monitoring for the management actions given 

in the plan. 

For scnne programs, implementation depends upon 

further agency action and connot be 

anticipated. Coal implementation depends on an 

unsuitability analysis, wilderness or 

wild-and-scenic-river designations on 

Congressional action, and hazardous-waste 

management on formulation of agency policy. A 

more detailed monitoring plan for grazing 

management has been developed in accordance with 

BLM rangeland policy and procedure. This plan 

is filed in the SJRA office. 

Are the RMP goals and objectives valid 

and appropriate to meet public needs 

for use of public lands and resources? 
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TABLE 5 

Anticipated Implementation and Monitoring of Resource Management 

Plan Decisions, by Management Program 

Program Implementation 

4111 Oil and Gas Issue leases with proper 

Management stipulations and special 

Schedule Monitoring Objectives 

Immediate upon Ensure that plats are 

approval of RMP. correct and leases are 

conditions (by USO). issued with proper 

conditions. 

4113 Geothermal 

Management 

4121 Coal 

Management 

4122 Tar Sand 

Management 

4131 Mineral 

Materials 

Management 

Apply RMP stipulations and Ongofng. 

special conditions to appli- 

cations for permit to drill 

(APDs) and other projects 

through NEPA documentation. 

Apply RMP stipulations and 

special conditions to geo- 

physical activities where 

possible. 

Amend RMP to develop lease 

stipulations and special 

conditions, if geothermal 

leases are issued. 

Apply RMP stipulations and 

special conditions to coal 

exploration. 

Amend RMP to determine coal 

leasing unsuitability, lease 

stipulations, and special 

conditions, if coal leases 

are issued. 

Issue leases with proper 

stipulations and special 

conditions (by IJSO). 

Apply RHP stipulations and 

special conditions to appli- 

cations for disposal through 

NEPA documentation. 

Ongoing. 

Undetermined. 

Ongoing. 

Undetermined. 

Inmediate upon 

approval of RMP. 

Ongoing. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 
tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance with 

FLPMA. 

If leased, ensure that 

plats are correct and 

and leases issued with 

proper conditions; 

field check for pres- 

ence or absence of 

geothermal resources. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

If leased, ensure that 

plats are correct and 

and leases issued with 

proper conditions. 

Ensure that plats are 

correct and leases 

issued with proper 

conditions. 

Ensure complfance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

nrogram Implementation Schedule 

4132 Mining Law Apply for withdrawals (by Within 2 years 

Administratfon Secretarial Order); show after approval 

on plats. of RW. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- ROS SPM - class area in 

San Juan River SW; 

- Developed recreation sites; 

- Grand Gulch special 

emphasis area, Cedar Mesa 

ACEC; 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

- prior classifications and 
segregations, acquired 

lands, and DOE withdrawal. 

Apply RW stipulations and 

special conditions to plans 
of operation through NEPA 

documentation. 

Review notices of intent. 

4133 Other Nonenergy Issue leases with proper 

Leasables stipulations and special 

conditions (by USO). 

Apply RMP stipulations and 

special conditions to 

exploration permits and 

exploration and mining 

operations. 

4211 Rights-of-Way Apply RW stipulations and 

spccfal conditions to right- 

of-way grants. 

4212 Lands Apply RMP stipulations and 

special conditions to lands 

and realty applications, 
permfts, sales, and leases 

through NEPA documentation. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Imedi ate upon 

approval of RW. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Monitoring Objectives 

Ensure that plats are 

correct, 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 
mine if RW objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with FLPMA.' 

Ensure that plats are 

correct and leases 

issued with proper 

conditions. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if REP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RR objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;" deter- 

mine if RW objec- 
tives are valid. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program 

4212 Lands 

(concluded) 

4220 Withdrawal 

Processing and 

Review 

4311 Forest 

Management 

Implementation 

Use RM objectives to 

determine whether land 

disposals are In the 

national interest. 

Resolve unauthorized land 

uses to meet M goals and 

objectives. 

Use RMP objectives to 

determine whether existing 

and proposed withdrawals 

are in the national 

interest. 

Designate sites for private 

harvest of dead fuelwood 

products through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC; 

- areas near Navajo Indian 

reservation; 

- areas near Blanding; 

- areas near Monticello; 

- other areas as needed. 

Oesignate sites for private 

and coaxaercial harvest of 

other woodland products 

through NEPA documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC; 

- areas near Navajo Indian 

reservation; 

- areas near Blanding; 

- areas near Monticello; 

- other areas; 

Schedule 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing (2 sites 

within 1 year 

after approval of 

RMP; one site per 

fiscal year there- 

after. 

Honitoring Objectives 

Watch for cumulative 

impacts; see if RMP 

objectives are met; 

determine if RKP ob- 

jectives are valid. 

Watch for cumulative 

impacts; see if RMP 

objectives are met; 

determine if Rw ob- 

jectives are valid. 

Watch for cumulative 

impacts; see if RkP 

objectives are met; 

determine if RIS ob- 

jectives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

sine if RhP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Within 2 years Ensure compliance 

after approval with NEPA;" deter- 

of RHJ for nine if RI@ objec- 

juniper posts tives are valid. 

and Christmas 

trees; ongoing 

for other sites. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation 

4312 Forest Provide forest development 

Development projects in keeping with 

RlrP stipulations and special 

conditions through NEPA 

documentation. 

4322 Grazing 

Management 

License grazing use at 

5 year average or 

preference. 

Prioritize as shown in RPS 

(published with final R)9). 

Change season of use on 

certain allotments to meet 

RF? objectives. 

Prioritize as shown in RPS. 

Categorize allotments, 

designate key species, 

proper utilization and 

allotnent objectives. 

Recognize acreage allotted 

to wildlife. 

Exclude livestock from 

specific areas listed in 

RPP. 

Designate Bridger Jack Mesa 

and Lavender Mesa ACECs. 

Prepare aanagement plans 

for special designation 

areas; incorporate RHP 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 
- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC; 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC. 

Schedule honitoring Objectives 

Ongoing. Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RliP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Within 5 years 

after approval 

of Rw. 

Within 2 years 

after approval 

of RMP. 

Immediate upon 

approval of RI@ 

Within 2 years 

after approval 

ofR)rP. 

Irmnediate upon 

approval of R)rP. 

Within 2 years 

after approval 

of RMP. 

See RPS. 

See RPS. 

See RPS. 

see RPS 

Ensure that plats are 

correct. 

Ensure compliance with 

management plans; 

watch for cumulative 

impacts; determine if 

special values are 

properly protected; 

determine if designa- 
tion remains valid. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation 

4322 Grazing Manage- Maintain existing land 

ment (concluded) treatments and provide new 

land treatments; apply RW 

stipulations and special 

conditions through NEPA 

documentation. 

Modify or prepare AMPS; 

apply RW stipulations 
and special conditions 

through NEPA documentation. 

Prioritize as shown in RPS. 

4331 Natural History/ Apply legal requirements and 

Cultural Resour- use RR objectives to manage 

ces Management co1 tural resources in the 

national interest. 

Designate Alkali Ridge, 

Cedar Mesa, Hovenweep, and 

Shay Canyon ACECs. 

Prepare management plans 

for special designation 

areas; incorporate RW 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC; 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC; 

- Shay Canyon ACEC; 

- Hovenweep ACEC. 

Nominate properties to the 

National Register of 
Historic Places. 

TVioritize as follcaus: 

- San Juan Prehistoric Roads 

Archaeological District 

- Cedar Mesa Archaeologic 

District; 

- Fable Yalley Archaeologic 

District; 

- Tin Cup Mesa Archaeologic 

District; 

Schedule Monitoring Objectives 

Ongoing (over a 

15-year period). 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RW objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Immediate upon 

approval of RMP. 

Ongoing - one 

ACEC management 

plan per fiscal 

year. 

Ongoing - one 

ncinination every 

2 fiscal years. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 
mine if RW objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure canpliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if REP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure that plats are 

correct. 

Ensure compliance 

with management plan; 

watch for cumulative 

impacts; determine if 

special values are 

properly protected; 

determine if desig- 

nation remains valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 
mine if RW objec- 

tives are valio. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation 

4331 Natural History/ - Ruin Spring Cultural 

Cultural Resour- Property; 

ces Management - Kachina Panel Cultural 

(concluded) Property; 

- Monarch Cave Cultural 

Property; 

- Three-Story Ruin Cultural 

Property. 

Prepare CRMPs; apply RMP 

stipulations and special 

conditions through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Cedar Mesa Archaeologic 

District; 

- Alkali Ridge NHL; 

- San Juan Prehistoric 

Roads Archaeological 

District 

Schedule Monitorinq Objectives 

Ongoing - one 

CRMP every 3 

fiscal years. 

- Fable Valley Archaeological 

District. 

- Tin Cup Mesa Archaeological 

District 

4332 Wilderness 

Management 

Reserved.c Reserved. 

4333 Recreation/ Designate Butler Wash, Cedar Immediate upon 

Visual Resources Mesa, Dark Canyon, Indian approval of RMP. 

Management Creek, and Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACECs. 

Prepare management plans 

for special designation 

areas; incorporate RMP 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Ongoing - one 

ACEC management 
plan per fiscal 

year. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Scenic Highway Corridor 

ACEC; 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC; 

- Dark Canyon ACEC; 

- Indian Creek ACEC; 

- Butler Wash ACEC. 

Ensure compliance 
with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Reserved. 

Ensure that plats are 

correct. 

Ensure compliance with 

management plans; 

watch for cumulative 

impacts; determine if 

special values are 
property protected; 

determine if designa- 

tion remains valid. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation Schedule 

4333 Recreation/ Identify special recreation 

Visual Resources management areas (XMAS) 

Management for Canyon Basins, Grand 

(continued) Gulch Plateau,and San Juan 

River. 

Prepare management plans 

for SRMAs; incorporate RW 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Grand Gulch Plateau SRM; 

- San Juan River SRMA; 

- Canyon Basins SRMA. 

Modify or construct facilf- 

ties at developed recreation 

sites; incorporate RMP 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Kane Gulch Ranger Station 

- Sand Island campground; 

- Mexican Hat launch site; 

- Indian Creek Falls 

campsite; 

- Comb Wash campsite; 

- Indian Creek campsite; 

- Arch Canyon campsite; 

- htler Wash Ruin 

- Mule Canyon Ruin 

- Wee Kiva Pueblo 

- Pearson Canyon hiking 

trail and campsite. 

Apply ORY designations; 

document through ORV irple- 

aentatfon plan; apply R)Ip 

objectives through NEPA 

documentation. 

Immediate upon 

approval of RMP. 

Ongoing - one 

SRMA per fiscal 

year. 

Ongoing. 

Within 2 years 

after approval 

of RM'. 

Monitoring Objectives 

Prepare maps of SRJUs. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RtQ objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;" deter- 

mine if RMJ objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with KPA;a deter- 

mine if RR objec- 

tives are valid. 

. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation Schedule 

4333 Recreation/ Conduct suitability studies Within 5 years 

Visual Resources for wild and scenic river after adoption 

Management designations; coordinate of RMP. 

(concluded1 with other agencies involved 

as appropriate. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- San Juan River; 

- White Canyon; 

- Colorado River. 

Analyze all other rivers Within 5 years 

as to eligibility and after adoption 

classification for wild of RMP. 

and scenic river designation. 

4341 Soil, Water, and Apply RMP stipulations and Ongoing. 

Air Management special conditions to 

watershed control and air 

quality related projects 

through NEPA documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- Montezuma Creek; 

- Indian Creek. 

Prepare a SJRA Water Quality Within 2 years 

Monitoring Plan. after completion 

of RMP. 

Monitoring Objectives 

Ensure studies are 

completed; determine. 
followup actions; de- 

termine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure studies are 

completed; determine 

followup actions; de- 

termine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance with 

State water quality 

standards and NEPA. 

Monitor for progress 

toward meeting RMP and 

activity plan objec- 

tives, and for identi- 

fication of areas that 

need to have activity 

plans prepared for 

water quality manage- 

ment. Establish base- 

line and trends for 

both surface and 

ground water re- 

sources. 
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TABLE 5 (Continued) 

Program Implementation 

4342 Hazardous Waste Identify active and aban- 

Management doned hazardous materials 

sites, if present, on a 

case-by-case basis. Coordi- 

nate with state and federal 

agencies having jurisdiction. 

Determine ff further assess- 

ment of potential hazardous 

materials sites is needed. 

4351 Management Modify HMPs as necessary to 

Habitat meet RMP objectives; imple- 

ment HMPs; apply RMP stipu- 

lations and special 

conditions through NEPA 

documentation. 

Prioritize as follows: 

- White Canyon-Red Canyon 

w; 
- Beef Basin HMP; 

- Hatch Point HMP. 

Apply R)Ip stipulations and 

special conditions where 
needed. 

Prepare management plans for 

Cajon Pono special emphasis 

area of Hovenweep ACEC and 

upper Indian Creek special 

emphasis area of Shay Canyon 

ACEC. Incorporate RN ob- 

jectives through NEPA docu- 

mentation. 

Conduct aquatic life assess- 

ments, wetland and riparian 

area inventories, and inven- 

tories for species of high 

federal interest. 

Schedule Monitoring Objectives 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Ongoing. 

Within 2 years 

after approval 

of RMP. 

Ongoing. 

Identify areas that 

require cleanup of 

hazardous wastes. 

Monitor contracts for 

site assessment and 

cleanup. 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if Rl@ objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance 

with WEPA;' deter- 
mine if RW objec- 

tives are valid. 

Ensure compliance with 

management plans; 

watch for cumulative 

impacts; determine if 

special values are 

properly protected; 

determine if designa- 

tion remains valid. 

Identify areas in poor 

condition that would 

benefit from applica- 

tion of detailed ac- 

tivity plans. 
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TABLE 5 (Concluded) 

Program Implementation Schedule 

4352 Endangered Apply legal requirements; Ongoing. Ensure compliance 

Species apply RMP stipulations and with NEPA;a deter- 

Management special conditions through mine if RMP objec- 

NEPA documentation. tives are valid. 

Conduct inventories for T/E Ongoing. 

species known to occur in 

the region. 

Identify habitat areas 

that would benefit 

from development of 

detailed management 

plans. 

4360 Fire Management Prepare fire management Within 1 year 

plan to meet RMP objec- after approval 

tives; apply RMP stipula- of RMP. 

tions and special con- 

ditions through NEPA 

documentation. 

Monitoring Objectives 

Ensure compliance 

with NEPA;a deter- 

mine if RMP objec- 

tives are valid. 

aCompliance with NEPA requires compliance with EA, EIS, or categorical exclusion stipulations; 

watching for cumulative impacts; mitigation of projected impacts; determining whether RMP 

stipulations and special conditions are necessary to meet objectives; analyzing impacts to 

operators; and assessing the resource condition. 

bCompliance with FLPMA requires prevention of unnecessary and undue degradation of public 

lands and resources. 

CImplementation and monitoring depends on designations that would be made independently of 

the RMP and cannot be anticipated at this time. 
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PLAN AHENDHENT OR REVISION 

An RMP amendment would be initiated in response 

to a proposed action that could change the scope 

of resource uses covered by the plan decisions. 

An amendment would be required in order to 

proceed with a project documented as not being 

in conformance with the plan. The planning 

steps would be applied, and an environmental 

assessment (EAI or EIS prepared with full public 

involvement, interagency coordination,, and 

Governor's consistency review. 

A plan revision would be a major overhaul of the 

RMP in response to formal monitoring. A 

revision could be triggered by the need to 
consider monitoring findings, new data, new or 

revised policy, a major change in circumstances, 

or a change in the terms, conditions, decisions, 

goals, or objectives of the approved RMP. A 

plan revision would require an EA, EIS, or 

supplemental EIS with full pulbic involvement, 

interagency coordination, and Governor's 

consistency review. 

RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER BLM PLANNING LEVELS AND 

STUDIES 

Tfers in Bureau Planning System 

An RMP is developed within the framework of the 

BLM planning system, which has three distinct 

tiers: policy planning, land-use planning, and 

activity or program planning. This plan 

satisfies the requirements for the land-use. 

planning tier. The council on Environmental 

Quality (CEQ) regulations provide for tiering to 

aid compliance with NEPA (40 CFR 1500-1508). 

Related Documents 

I 

management plans, a fire management plan, 

recreation management plans for special 

recreation management areas, cultural resource 

management plans for selected sites, and 

watershed activity plans will be prepared 

following the RMP, as shown in table 5. 

PUBLIC INYOLVEMENT AND 

INTERGOVERNMENTAL/INTERAGENCY COORDINATION 

Public, participation and consultation was 

encouraged and sought throughout the development 

of this plan. The RMP/EIS documents notices; 

coordination with other federal, state, and 

local agencies; public meetings; public review 

and comment; and other public participation 
efforts involved in the preparation of this RMP. 

Other documents were or will be prepared as a 

result of this land-use planning effort. A 

rangeland program summary was prepared 

concurrently with the RMP. Management plans for 

areas of critical environmental concern, along 

with allotment management plans, habitat 
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CHAPTER 2 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM DECISIONS 

OVERVIEW 

The following sections set forth the decisions 

that will guide future management of public 

lands and resources in San Juan Resource Area 

(SJRA). Decisions are listed in priority order 

within each management program. These 

decisions, together with the plan maps and the 

administrative details discussed in chapter 3, 

constitute the RMP for SJRA. 

This chapter describes the guidance and 

decisions for each resource management program 

administered in SJRA. Because these programs 

are interrelated and interdependent, they must 

be viewed together with the special management 

conditions presented in chapter 3 for a complete 

understanding of management direction for SJRA. 

OIL AND GAS MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Oil and gas leases issued prior to the RMP would 

continue to be managed under the stipulations in 
effect when issued. Those issued after approval 

of the RMP would be subject to category restric- 

tions in the RMP. Leases are issued by BLM's 

Utah State office (USO). Compliance with lease 

terms is administered by SJRA and Moab District 

office. 

Some federal oil and gas resources underlie 

lands not administered by BLM. BLM leasing 

categories do not apply to these areas. The 

surface owner or a&nfnistering federal agency 

manages the surface, and where leasing is 

authorized, BLM administers the operational 

aspects of the leases wfth concurrence of the 

surface owner or administering agency. 

- Glen Canyon National Recreation Area (NRA): 

BLM administers 101,720 acres of federal 

leases on lands available for oil and gas 

development (see Glen Canyon NRA Minerals 

Management Plan). 

- Manti-LaSal National Forest (NF): BLM 

administers 366,641 acres of federal leases 

on the Monticello Ranger District. 

- Navajo Indf an Reservation: BLM would 

administer 51,610 acres of federal leases, 

under a memorandum of understanding with 

BLM's Farmington Resource Area (Albuquerque 

District) with concurrence of the Indian 

tribe. 

- Indian Trust Lands: BLM administers 1,080 

acres of federal leases. 

- Split-estate lands: BLM administers 20 

acres of federal leases with state surface 

and 55,390 acres of federal leases with 
private surface. 

Geophysical operations are conducted under 43 

CFR 3150. Filing to conduct such activity shall 

be done by Notice of Intent and approved by BLM 

based on conformance to the specific 
requirements of this RMP. 

DECISIONS 

1. Lease oil and gas by category as shown below. 

(See chapter 3 for Special Management 

Conditions.1 - L _c 
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Leasing Category Acres 

1 Open with standard conditions 584,270 Standard conditions 

2 Open rith special conditions '815,690 
Surface restrictions to protect: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- most ROS SPNM-class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range RRproSS 

3 No surface occupancy 268,060 

Exclude surface disturbance to protect: 

- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC* 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial* 

- floodplains, riparian/aquatic areas 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Indian Creek ACEC* 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC* 

- most ROS P-class areas 

- ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River SRl4A 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- developed recreation sites 

Special conditions 1,083,750 

Surface restrictions to protect: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Brfdger Jack Uesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Hovenweep ACEC 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 

- * Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- floodplains and riparian/aquatic areas 

- most ROS P-class areas 

- most ROS SPNM-class areas 

- ROS SP!4-class area in San Juan River SRMA 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- existing land leases 

- developed recreation sites 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range 

Closed 

- Grand Gulch special emphasis area 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

SUPPORT 

4 No lease 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Oark Canyon ACEC 

111,170 

* The area manager may grant an exception to 

the no-surface-occupancy condition in some 

instances in the Butler Wash, Cedar Mesa, 

Indian Creek, and Scenic Highway Corridor 

ACECs, if an environmental assessment (EAl 

concludes that the project would meet visual 

quality standards for the area. 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific aitigation. Coordination with surface 

owners, surface administering agencies or the 

State of Utah may also be required. 

Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service will be required where threatened and 

endangered species are involved. Coordination 

with National Park Service will be required for 

actions within Wovenweep ACEC. 

2. Permit geophysical operations with the 

following conditions. (See chapter 3 for 

Special Management Conditions.) - ’ 
.I 

Acres 

584,270 

111,170 
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GEOTHERMAL MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Part of the Warm Springs Canyon geothermal area 

(about 16,320 acres) extends into SJRA. U.S. 

Geological Survey (USGS) has identified this 

area as prospectively valuable for geothermal 

resources. Wo data are available to confirm the 

presence of a geothermal resource, and no inter- 

est has been expressed in geothermal leasing. 

If and when interest is expressed in geothermal 

leasing, the RMP would be amended to establish 

leasing conditions and exploration require- 

ments. Leases in Warm Springs Canyon geothermal 

area would be noncompetitive and would be issued 

by USO. 

Approximately 20,050 acres of prospectively 

valuable lands underlie Glen Canyon NRA in San 

Juan County, but geothermal leasing is pro- 

hibited within the NRA. 

DECISION 

None developed. 

SUPPORT 

None required. 

COAL MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MAWAGMENT GUIDAWCE 

Coal resources within SJRA are limited to San 

Juan Coal Field, totaling about 530,000 acres. 
About 60 percent of this field (both surface and 

mineral estate1 is privately owned; SJRA admini- 

sters about 212,000 acres of federal surface and 

federal minerals in the coal field. 

Coal exploration prior to leasing would be 

allowed, subject to the RMP special conditions. 

Leases are issued by USO. No coal leases have 

been issued in SJRA, and none can be issued 

until SJRA applies mining unsuitability criteria 

(43 CFR 34611, which may restrict all or certain 

types of mining techniques. 

Applying the unsuitability criteria would 

require a plan amendment. If coal leases are 

issued, they would be subject to special condi- 

tions developed in both the RMP and the unsuit- 

ability analysis. 

DECISION 

1. Allow coal exploration subject to the 

special conditions noted below. (See chapter 

3 for Special Management Conditions.) 

Coal Exploration Acres 

Standard conditions 481,150 

Special conditions 923,450 

Surface restrictions to protect: 
- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- floodplains, riparian/aquatic areas 

- most ROS SPNM-class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range 

Wo surface occupancy 373,230 

Exclude surface disturbance to protect: 

- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 
- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- most ROS P-class areas 

- ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River SRHA 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- developed recreation sites 

Closed to exploration 0 

- . 
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SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. Coacdiantion with surface 

owners, surface ackainistering agencies or the 

State of Utah may also be required. 

Coordiantion with U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 

will be requjred where threatened or endangered 

species are involved. Coordiantion with 

National Park Service will be required for 

actions within Hovenweep ACEC. 

OIL SHALE/TAR SAND MMAGEMENT 

GENERAL MNAGEKNT GUIDANCE 

White Canyon Special Tar Sand Area (STSA) is 

available for tar sand or oil and gas 

development only through Combined Hydrocarbon 

Leases (CHLs). No CHLs have been issued In the 

STSA, but CHLs could be issued by US0 under 

canpetitive leases, subject to category 

stipulations in the RMP. Of the 10,470-acre 

STSA, 7,980 acres are federal surface underlain 

by federal minerals. The remaining area does 

not overlie federal minerals and would not be 

subject to RMP stipulations. 

Oil and gas leases issued after November 16, 

1981 carry the right to develop any tar sand 

resources that may be present outside the STSA 

(see Oil and Gas Management). 

DECISIffl 

1. Lease the White Canyon STSA by category as 

shown below. (See chapter 3 for Special 

Management Conditions.) 

Leasing Category 

1 Open ~4th standard conditions 

Acres 

500 

2 Open with special conditions 5,510 
Surface restrictions to protect: 

- ROS SPNM-class area 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 
- bighorn sheep lading and rutting areas 

I 

3 No surface occupancy 1,950 
Exclude surface disturbance to protect: 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- ROS P-class areas 

4 No lease 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

20 

SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. Coordination with surface 

owners, surface administering agencies or the 

State of Utah may also be required. 
Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service will be required where threatened or 

endangered species are involved. Coordination 

with National Park Service will be required for 

actions within Hovenweep ACEC. 

MINERAL MATERIALS UANAGEMENT 

MANAGEMENT O&IECTIYE 

GENERAL MANA6ENENT GUIDANCE 

Mineral materials are sold at fair market value 

or given to public agencies by free use permit. 

Disposal sites are established in response to 

specific requests. The RMP determines areas 

available for use of mineral materials and 

condftions that need to be applied to use of 

material sites. Use of existing sites would 

continue to be subject to permit conditions 

applied when the permit was issued. Sales and 

free use permits are prepared by SJRA. 

Seven areas, covering about 1,175 acres, are 

Federal Mghway Administration material site 

rights-of-way, and one additional applfcation 

has been received (table 6). Eleven areas, 

totaling about 2,585 acres, have been designated 

as community pits (table 7). 
- . 
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TABLE 6 

Material Site Rights-of-Hay Granted Prior to the RHP 

Serial 

uulnber ._. 

U-l-U-61892 

UO-20665a 

UO-79361 

Uo-23905a 

UC-28548a 

UC-19653 

uo-40153 

LIB-15225 

uTlJ-61704 

UTU-64622 

TOTAL ACRES 

Location 

Clay Hflls 

Mexican 

Hat 

Mexican 

Hat 

Cottonwood 

Wash 

Recapture 

Creek 

Bluff 

Bluff 

Hatch 

Wash 

Blandfng 

Comb Wash 

Legal Description 

T. 39 S., R. 13 E., 

Sec. 12, E l/2 SWSENW, W l/2 SESENW 

T. 41 S., R. 19 E 

Sec. 20: hE l/4 

T. 41 S., R. 19 E. 

sec. 29: Lots 4, 5, S l/2 NE l/4, E l/2 SE l/4 

T. 37 S., R. 21 E. 

sec. 14: S l/2 SE l/4 SW l/4 

Sec. 23: N l/2 NE l/4 NW l/4 

Sec. 23: SW l/4 NE l/4 

T. 39 S., R. 22 E. 

sec. 1: SE l/4 SE l/4 

T. 39 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 6: Lots 5, 6, 7 

sec. 7: Lot1 

T. 40 S., R. 21 E. 

Sec. 24: NE l/4 NE l/4 

T. 40 S., R. 22 E. 

sec. 19: Lot 1 

T. 40 S., R. 21 E. 
Sec. 26: SE l/4 NW l/4 NE l/4 

T. 28 S., R. 22 E. 

sec.1: SW l/4 NE l/4, SE l/4 NW l/4, N l/2 SW l/4 

T. 36 S., R. 22 E. 

Sec. 13: SE l/4 NE l/4 SW l/4 

SH l/4 NW l/4 SE l/4 

SY l/4 SE l/4 

E l/2 SE l/4 

Sec. 24: E l/2 NE l/4 NY l/4 

NW l/4 NE l/4 

T. 37 S., R. 21 E. 

SW l/4 Lot1 

-c . 

Acres 

10 

160 

217.20 

40 

40 

40 

151.54 

79.62 

10 

160 

140 

60 

10 

1,118.36 

'Being relinquished by the Federal Highway Administration (431.54 acres total). 
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TABLE 7 

C4munity Pits Existing Prior to the RMP 

Serial 

Number 

mu-59997 

U-53838 

U-53837 

U-53782 

u-53755 

U-52418 

U-52416 

U-52076 

U-52074 

UTU-52711 

UTU-52033 

TOTAL ACRES 

Location 

Buck 

Legal Description 

T. 40 S., R. 21 E. 

Sec. 27: E l/2 SE l/4 NE l/4, SW l/4 SE l/4 

Acres 

100 

N l/2 SE l/4 SE l/4, S l/2 NE l/4 SE l/4 

Bluff T. 40 S., R. 22 E. 153.74 
Sec. 27: SW l/4 NW l/4 

Sec. 28: lots 1, 2, 3, & 5 

Airport 

Leni's 

Draw 

Gray 
Ridge 

Spring 

Creek 

T. 40 S., R. 21 E. 224.27 
Sec. 5: lots 4, 5, & 6, S l/2 NY l/4 SW l/4, SW l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 8: lots 1 b 2, Tract B 

T. 36 S., R. 22 E. 160 
Sec. 24: NW l/4 NE l/4, E l/2 NW l/4, NE l/4 SW l/4 

T. 40 S., R. 23 E. 256.74 

Sec. 36: Lots 3, 4, 5, 6, L W l/2 NW l/4 

T. 33 S., R. 23 E. 440 

Sec. 8: NE l/4 

Sec. 9: N l/2 NE l/4, SY l/4 NE l/4, NW l/4 

Bluff T. 40 S., R. 23 E. 920 
Bench Sec. 26: SW l/4 

Bucket 

Canyon 

Brown's 

Canyon 

Sec. 27: Lots 1, 2, 3, NE l/4 SW l/4, SE l/4 

Sec. 28: Lots 1, 2, 3, a 4 
Sec. 34: Lots 1, 2, 3, & 4 N l/2 NE l/4 

sec. 35: Lots 3 & 4, N l/2 NW l/4 

T. 40 S., R. 23 E. 173 

sec. 35: Lots 1, 2, 7, N l/2 NE l/4 

T. 37 S., R. 23 E. 60 

Sec. 18: SW l/4 SE l/4 SW l/4, S l/2 SW l/4 SW l/4 

Sec. 19: NW l/4 NE l/4 NW l/4, N l/2 NW l/4 NW l/4 

Recapture T. 36 S., R. 22 E. 60 

Sec. 13: S l/2 NW l/4 NE l/4, SW l/4 NE l/4- 

Mexican 

Hat 

T. 42 S., R. 18 E. 37.5 

sec. 1: SE l/4 SW l/4 SW l/4 NE l/4, SE l/4 SW l/4 NE l/4 

W l/4 NE l/4 NW l/4 SE l/4, NW l/4 NW l/4 SE l/4 

SW l/4 NW l/4 SE l/4 

2,585.25 
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Free use of petrified wood (up to 250 pounds per 

person per year) is allowed for noncommercial 

purposes on all public lands unless otherwise 

provfded for through notice in the Federal 

Register. Do areas have been designated as 

closed to petrified wood collecting in SJRA. 

DECISIW 

1. Process applications and dispose of cormK)n 

variety mineral materials in accordance with 

Federal regulations 43 CFR part 3600 and 

establish in comnunfty pit designations where 

appropriate provided that proposals are 

consistent with RMP objectives. Disposal of. 

mineral material will be under the following 

management conditions: 

SEE CHAPTER 3 FOR PRESCRIPTION FOR EACH SPECIFIC 
AREA. 

Mineral Material Disposal and Development Acres 

Standard conditions 684,270 

Special conditions 821,070 

Surface restrictions to protect: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- floodplains, rfparfan/aquatfc areas 

- most ROS SPNM-class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range 

No disposal* 373,850 

Exclude surface disturbance to protect: 
- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

- Cedar nesa ACEC, partial 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

- Hovenweep ACEC 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- most ROS P-class areas 

- ROS SPWlass area in San Juan River SRMA 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- developed recreation sites 

* Petrified wood could still be collected in 

the no-disposal area. 
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SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination ana development of site 

specific mitigation. Coordfantfon with surface 

owners or surface administering agencies may 

also be required. Coordfantfon with U.S. Fish 

and Wildlife Service will be required where 
threatened or endangered species are involved. 

HININC LA4 ADUINISTRATION 

GENERAL WANAGMENT GUIDANCE 

Locatable minerals are administered under the 

mining laws, which preserve individuals' and 
corporations' rights to enter on the public 

lands to claim (locate) certain types of mineral 
discoveries. All public lands overlyfng federal 
minerals are open to mining claim location 

unless specifically withdrawn from mineral entry 

by Secretarial order or public law or segregated 

from mineral entry under specific reservations, 

such as a recreation and public purpose (RLPP) 

lease. Lands and minerals that were acquired by 

the Federal Government but were not part of the 

original public domain are not open to mineral 

entry under the mining laws. Lands not open to 

mineral entry prior to the RI@ are shown in 

table 8. 



TABLE 8 ceases. If the Secretary disagrees with Bulls 

Areas Not open to Uineral Entry 
Prfor to the Resourca Management Plan 

recomendatfon, he can release-the segregation. 

If the Secretary fails to act, the segregation 

expires after 2 years. validity of claims 

located on such areas prior to segregation would 

not be affected. 
Federal Lands 

within SARA Public Lands 

Boundary in SJRA 
(acres) (acres) 

Withdrawals 

National Park Service 

U.S. Forest Service 

Navajo Indian 
reservation 

Department of Energy 

569,180 

150 

1,168,890 

50 

Subtotal 1,738,270 

Segregations 

RLPP lease 

Bluff airport lease 

Small business lease 
Material site 

rights-of-way 

C&MUb classifications 

Subtotal 

Acaufred lands 

TOTAL 

aLess than 10 acres. 

0 
0 

0 
50 

50 

20 

404 

a 

20 

400 

a 

900 900 

92,130 92,130 

93,450 93,450 

9,730 9,730 

1,841,450 103,230 

b Classification and 

Multiple Use Act. 

Source: Master Title Plats, Dece&er 1984. 

The RW identifies lands to be wfthdravm from 
mineral entry, but does not serve to withdraw 

lands. Upon Bull's filing an application for 
Secretarial withdrawal, lands would beccme 

segregated from entry for 2 years, If the 
Secretary orders a withdrawal, the segregation 

The RW does not impose conditions on work done 

under a notice, but does provide special condf- 

tfOnS to apply to operations approved under a 

plan of operations, regardless of whether the 

claim is located before or after the W is 

adopted. For claims previously located in 

segregated areas, work done under a plan of 

operations would be approved with special condf- 

tfons to protect the resource value for which 
the segregation was Bade. 

BLM abfnfsters claim recordatfon requirements 

(at USO) and operational aspects of mining 

federally owned minerals (at SJRA), whether or 

not BLM administers the surface. Mining claims 

on U.S. Forest Service (USFS)-acknfnfstered lands 

are located, recorded, and operated much like 

claims on public land. 

Location and operation of mining claims on other 

federal lands or split-estate lands is extremely 

restricted under various land ownership laws. 

The surface owner or administering federal 

agency manages the surface. RN requirements 

apply only to public (BLH-administered) lands. 

- Mantf-LaSal NF: adofnister mining claim on 

366,641 acres in Monticello Ranger District. 

- Split-estate lands: administer federal 

q fnerals on 20 acres of state surface and 

56,090 acres of private surface. 

Federally-owned locatable minerals underlying 

National Park Service o(PS)-administered federal 

lands within SJRA boundaries are not available 

for claim location, because all NPS-administered 

land has been withdrawn frm mineral entry. 

Locatable minerals under 61en-Canyon NRA may be 

leased under Title 43 of the Code of Federal 

Regulations, part 3500 (43 CFR 3500) in accord- 

ance with leasing categories in the Mineral 

Management Plan for the NRA. 
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Claim Location 

DECISIONS 

Acres 

1. Request secretarial withdrawal from mineral 

entry (locatable) on the following areas: 

Proposed for withdrawal 

To protect 
132,380 

Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial (Grand Gulch 
special emphasis area) 

Dark Canyon ACEC 

ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River SRMA 

developed recreation sites 

prior classifications and segregations 

(see table 10) 

acquired lands 

prior Department of Energy (DOE) 
withdrawal 

2. With the exception of those lands withdrawn 

from mineral entry the remainder of the resource 

area shall be open to locatable mineral entry 

under the provisions of the 1872 mining law and 

43-CFR-3809 regulations and in accordance with 

the conditions of the Rk? as shown below. 

Standard Conditions 535,740 

Approve Plans of Operations 1,109,660 

Surface restrictions to protect: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC 

- Hovenweep ACEC 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Lavender Uesa ACEC 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- floodplains, rfparfan/aquatfc areas 

- Recapture Lake R/U 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- most ROS P and SPNM-class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 
- antelope fawning area 
- t&m winter range 

SUPPORT 

Support from Utah State Office and Washington 

Office will be needed for requests for 

withdrawal. Interdiscipl f nary staff support 

will be needed for coordination and development 

of site specific mitigation. Coordination with 

surface owners, surface administering agencies 

or the State od Utah may also be required. 

Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service will be required where threatened or 

endangered species are involved. Coordination 

with National Park Service will be required for 

actions within Rovenweep ACEC. 

UINERAL MANAGEMENT (NONENERGY LEASABLES) 

GENERALUANA6WNT GUIDANCE 

In SJRA, potash is the only mineral that has 

been managed under this program, although other 

nonenergy leasable minerals (if present) could 

be leased, f f found to occur in marketable 

quantities. The RRP establishes categories of 

condf tfons that apply to prospecting pennf ts or 

leases. In areas where nineral values are not 

known, SJRA could issue prospecting permits, 

which could lead to issuance of a preference 

right lease. In seas with known mineral occur- 

rence, leases are sold competitively (issued by 
USC). Once an area is leased, the Federal 

Government is coaaftted to allow mining on the 

lease. 

Within SJRA, two areas fall within known potash 

leasing areas (KPLAs) (table 9). KPLA desfgna- 

tions, based on known geologic data, would 

remain in place until potash resources are 

depleted. Within a KPLA, potash leases are 

acquired through conpetftfve bidding. Addftion- 

al KPLAs could be designated, based on geologic 

field data, if interest warranted. This would 

be an adjfnfstratfve action, and no plan amend- 

ment would be required. 

DECISIDN -.s * ‘, 

1. Lease potash as to the following category 
system. (See chapter 3 for Special Management 

Conditions). 
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TABLE 9 

Known Poksh Lease Areas 

Lisbon Yalley 

T. 29 S., R. 24 E, 

sec. 34 SW l/4 NE l/4, W l/2, 

SE l/4 
sec. 35 NW l/4 SW l/4, 

s l/2 SW l/4 

T. 29 l/2 S., R. 24 E. 

Sec. 25 Lot 4 

Sec. 26 Lots l-4 
Sec. 27 Lot 1 

sec. 34 E l/2 NE l/4 

sec. 35 All 

Sec. 36 SW l/4 NE l/4, W l/2, 

SE l/4 

T. 30 S., R. 24 E. 

sec. 1 Lots l-4, S l/2 N l/2, 

s l/2 

sec. 2 Lots 1-4, S l/2 N l/2, 

W l/2 SW l/4, SE l/4 

sec. 11 N l/2 NE l/4, SE l/4 NE l/4, 

E l/2 SE l/4 

sec. 12 All 

sec. 13 E l/2, E l/2 W l/2, , 
Id l/2 NW l/4 

sec. 24 E l/2 
Sec. 25 NE l/4 NE l/4 

T. 30 S., R. 25 E. 

sec. 5 Lot 28, SW l/4, SW l/4 SE l/4 

Sec.6 Lots 15, 19-23, 25-30, 

E l/2 SW l/4, SE l/4 

Sec.7 Lots l-4, E l/2, E l/2 W l/2 
Sec. 8 All 

Sec.9 SW l/4 NU l/4, SU l/4, 

SW l/4 SE l/4 

sec. 15 SW l/4 NW l/4, SW l/4, 

SW l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 16-17 All 

Sec. 18 Lots l-4, E l/2, E l/2 W l/2 

sec. 19 Lots l/4, E l/2, E l/2 W l/2 
Sec. 20-22 All 

Sec. 23 SW l/4 NW l/4, SW l/4, 

SW l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 26 W l/2 E l/2, W l/2 

Sec. 27-29 All 

sec. 30 Lot 1, NE l/4, E l/2 NW l/4, 

NE l/4 SW l/4, N l/2 SE l/4, 

SE l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 32 NE l/4 NE l/4 
sec. 33 N l/2 N l/2, SE l/4 NE l/4 
sec. 34 N l/2 N l/2, SW l/4 NW l/4 

sec. 35 N l/2, N l/2 SE l/4, 

SE l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 36 w l/2 SW l/4 

Cane Creek 

T. 26 S., R. 20 E. 

sec. 31 Lots l-2, NE l/4, E l/2 NW l/4, 

NE l/4 SW l/4, SE l/4 

Sec. 32-35 All 

Sec. 36 Lots l-4, SW l/4 NE l/4, 

W l/2, SE l/4 

T. 27 S., R. 20 E. 

Sec.1 Lots l-8, S l/2 N l/2, S l/2 

sec. 2 Lots l-8, SE l/4 SE l/4 

Sec.3 Lots l-8 

sec. 4 Lots l-8 

Sec.5 Lots 1, 2, 3, 7, 8 

sec. 10 SE l/4 SE l/4 

sec. 11 E l/2, SE l/4 NW l/4, SW l/4 

sec. 12 Lots 1-8, N l/2 N l/2, 

S l/2 NW l/4, W 1/2 SW l/4, 

SE l/4 SE l/4 

sec. 13 Lots l-8, E l/2, W l/2 NW l/4, 

NW l/4 SW l/4 

sec. 14 E l/2, E l/2 W l/2, 

W l/2 NW l/4, NW l/4 Sh' l/4 

sec. 15 E l/2 NE l/4, NE l/4 SE l/4 

T. 26 S., R. 21 E. 

sec. 31 Lots l-7, E l/2, SE l/4 NW l/4, 

E l/2 SW l/4 

- T. 27 S., R. 21 E. ' 

Sec. 6 Lots l-13, SE l/4 NE l/4, 

E l/2 SE l/4 
sec. 7 Lots 1-6, E l/2, E l/2 SW l/.4 

NOTE: Q11y portions of the Lisbon Yalley and Cane Creek KPLAs are within the SJRA. 
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Leasing Category Acres 

1 Open with standard conditions 684,270 

2 Open with special conditions 821,690 

Surface restrictions to protect: 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 
- Shay Canyon ACEC 

- most ROS SPNM-class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range 

3 No surface occupancy 262,060 

Exclude surface disturbance to protect: 

- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- tbvenweep ACEC, partial 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- most ROS P-class areas 

- ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River SRMA 

- Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- floodplains, rfparfan aquatic areas 

- developed recreation sites 

4 No lease 
- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

111,170 

SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. Coordination with surface 

owners, surface administering agencies or the 

State OF Utah may also be required. 

Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service will be required where threatened or 

endangered species are involved. Coordination 

with National Park Service will be required for 

actions within Hovenweep ACEC. 

RIGHTS OF WAY 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Lands available for rights-of-way, including 

major transportation and utility systems, are 

divided into four major categories: 

(1) lands in designated transportation and 

utility corridors where standard operating 

procedures apply, except in areas where the 

corridors pass through crucial big game 

winter habitat or floodplains and rfparian/ 

aquatic areas, where the special require- 

ments for those areas apply; 

(2) lands outside of designated transportation 

and utility corridors where additional 

conditions may apply after completion of 

site specific National Environmenta 

Act (NEPA) documentation; 

(3) areas to be avoided; and 

(41 areas to be excluded (not available 

Policy 

. 

Designated transportation and utility corridors 

include existing groupings of rights-of-way for 

electric transmission facilities, pipelines 10 

inches and larger, communication lines, federal 

and state highways, and major county road 

systems. These include those recommended in the 

May 1980 Western Regional Corridor Study 

[Western Utility Group, 19801. Corridors are 

generally 1 mile wide, centered on the existing 

right-of-way, unless shown otherwise on the RMP 

map. Since the demand is minimal, separate 

right-of-way corridors for major transmission 

and utility systems are not designated. 

The RMP identifies lands to be excluded, 

avoided, or available for additional site and 

linear rights-of-way. Rights-of-way granted 

prior to adoption of the RMP would continue to 

be used, subject to the conditions of the grant; 

renewals may be subject to conditions developed 

in the RMP.- - 
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Rights-of-way for access to private and state 

inholdings, fnheld oil and gas leases, and 

pipelines for producing oil and gas wells by law 

cannot be denied; they are processed and issued 

upon application. Rights-of-way for county and 

state roads will be addressed on a case by case 

basis. Where public needs and demands for roads 

exist, BLM will strive to meet that need so long 

as R& goals are met. Any road claimed by the 
county or state under Revised Statute (RS) 

2477 will be reviewed by BLM on a case by case 

basis. A determination of acceptance will be 
based on the criteria set forth by the act of 

July 26, 1866, RS 2477, 43 U.S.C. Section 932 

and BLM manual 2801. BLM will provide 

right-of-way reservations to itself or other 

federal agencies upon request. An environmental 

assessment for the site specific situation will 

document the action on each application. 

DECISIONS SUPPORT 

1. Issue rights-of-way in accordance w 

following REIP conditions: (See Chapter 

Special Management Conditions). 

fth the 

3 for 

2. Provide material site rights-of-way to 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. Coordination with surface 

owners, surface administering agencies or the 

State of Utah may also be required. 

Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service will be required where threatened or 

endangered species are involved. 

Federal Highway Administration upon request and 

in accordance with the following RMP conditions: 

Lands Available for Rights-of-Way 

In designated corridors 

ACE!S 

84,960 

Outside designated corridors 1,307,050 

Standard condftf ons 497,150 

Special condftf ons 821,690 
Surface restrictions to protect: 

floodplains, rfparfan/aquatfc areas 

most ROS SPNM-class areas 

existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

antelope fawning area 

deer winter range 

Lands to be Avoided 

Alkali Ridge ACEC 
253,790 

Brfdger Jack Mesa ACEC 
- Butler Wash ACEC 

Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

Hovenweep ACEC 

Indian Creek ACEC 

Lavender Hess ACEC 

Pearson Canyon hiking area 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

Shay Canyon ACEC 
most ROS P-class areas 

Lands Excluded 120,800 
- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial (Grand Gulch 

special emphasis area) 

Bark Canyon ACEC 

ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River 

SRMA 

developed recreation sites 

LANDS 

6ENERAL MCUUGMENT GUIBANCE 

Most lands actions are processed by SJRA; these 

commonly involve authorizing specific land uses 

or disposing of public lands. These actions are 

considered upon application and cannot reason- 

ably be predicted in the REP, 

The R!f) identifies general criteria under which 

lands actions could be considered. The sufta- 

bflfty of a specific tract to meet those crf- 

terfa would be determined threugh the sfte- 

specific NEPA documentation prepared when an 

action is proposed. 
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The RMP identifies specific tracts of land 

available for community expansion, public pur- 

poses, or private use; these lands are consid- 

ered available for sale or disposal by other 

means. 

Upon receipt of an application or proposal for a 

land sale, exchange, state indemnity selection, 

or other disposal action involving lands not 

identified as available in the RMP, a plan 

amendment would have to be prepared before the 
action could be considered. Generally, dis- 
posals of qualifying land would be allowed if: 

(7) they are in the national interest; (2) 

disposal meets requirements of other appropriate 

law, such as the RLPP Act; and (3) disposal is 

not precluded by law. 

The areas shown in table 10 are classified under 

the Classification and Multiple Use (C&MU) Act 

and are closed to entry under the public land 
laws, including the general mining laws, but not 

the mineral leasing laws. 

Existing RLPP leases generally carry the right 

to patent. The existing 20-acre R&PP lease, 

previously determined suitable for patent, could 

be patented upon proper application. An addf- 

tional 470 acres adjacent to Recapture Lake 

could be classified under RLPP as suitable for 

disposal, for a total of 490 acres. 

Permits or leases for special public land uses 

are considered upon application. The RMP fm- 

poses conditions of use within specific areas. 

Special uses, including connnunity expansion, can 

generally be accommodated on qualifying lands. 

Unauthorized public land uses are resolved 

either through termination of the activity or by 

authorizing use of the lands to the trespasser, 

consistent with RMP management objectives. BLM 

gives priorfty to resolving unauthorized uses 

that involve malicious or criainal intent, 

threaten nationally significant sensitive 

resources, or interfere with the rights of 

authorized users. 

TABLE 10 

Classifications and Segregations 

Made Prior to the Resource Management Plan 

C&MU Classifications Acreage 

Dark Canyon Primitive Area 57,427.72 

Grand Gulch Primitive Area 32,847,OO 

Sand Island Recreation Site 253.59 

Arch Canyon Recreation Site 40.00 

Kane Springs Recreation Site 80.00 

Salt Creek Recreation Site 240.00 

Alkali Ridge Historic Site 80.00 

Hole-in-the-Rock Historic Trail 1,115.60 

Butler Wash Archaeological Site 40.00 

Subtotal 92,123.91 

Land Leases Issued Prior to RMP Acreage 

RLPP Lease 

San Juan County Road Shed 20.00 

Small Business Lease 

Fry Canyon Store 5.00 

Airport Lease 

Bluff Airport lease 400.00 

Subtotal 
TOTAL ACRES CLASSIFIED 

545.00 

92,548.91 

NOTE: Surveyed land is measured to the hundredth 

of an acre; unsurveyed land is estimated 

to the nearest acre. 

Source: BLM kster Title Plats, December 1984. 
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Table 11 provides legal descriptions for tracts 
that have been examined and found to meet the 
sales criteria of Section 203 of the Federal 

Land Policy and Management Act (FLPMA). Sale of 

individual parcels may be precluded on a tem- 

porary or long-term basis because of mining 

claim location, presence of cultural resources 

or historic sites, presence of habitat used by 

threatened or endangered (T/E) species (unless 

disposal would benefit the species), or for 

other specific legal reasons. 

Specific requests for land disposals or sales 

cannot be anticipated through the planning 

process. Other tracts not listed may be found 

suitable for sale under Section 203 of FLPMA. 

If an application for sale or other disposal is 

received, the requested tract would be examined 

to determine whether sale is in the national 

interest, needed for comnunfty expansion, or in 

the category of difficult and uneconomical to 

manage. The request may or may not be for an 

isolated parcel. A plan amendment would be 

required for sale of a tract that was not fden- 
tffied for sale in the RN. 

All of the parcels listed in table 11 were 

examined for resource conflicts. Parcels needed 

for management of other resource programs are 
not included for disposal. 

DECISIONS 

1. Dispose of 6130 acres identified for 

comnunfty expansion or private use as listed in 

table 10. 

2. Consider disposal of 490 acres adjacent to 

Recapture Lake under the RLPP Act, if requested. 

SUPPORT 

Coordination will be needed with the Utah 

Congressional delegation, local governments and 

the general public on land disposals. 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

Specific mitigation for Recapture Lake RLPP. 

WITHDRAWAL PROCESSING AND REYIEN 

GENERAL MNA6EHEKT GUIDANCE 

FLPMA requires BLM to review agency withdrawals 

and prior CdMU classifications according to 

schedules prepared by US0 or upon special BLH or 

agency request. SJRA would review other-agency 

withdrawals (24,140 acres); withdrawals found to 

be obsolete can be removed. New withdrawals are 

processed upon request from BLM or other federal 

agencies, but can be made only by the Secretary 

or by Congress. 

C&MU classifications remain in force until 

either the classification is lifted or the lands 
are formally withdrawn. The R!? does not affect 

existing land leases, which have been classified 

under the R&PP Act or the Small Tract Acts. 

DECISION 

1. Request the Secretary to withdraw 132,380 

acres from locatable mineral entry as listed 

below. Review existing withdrawals and remove 

unnecessary ones. 

C&MU classifications (prior to the RMP) 92,130 

(see table 10) 

Acquired lands 9,730 

Lands open prior to the RR 30,520 

Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial (Grand 6ulch 

special emphasis area partial) 

Dark Canyon ACEC, partial 

ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River 

SRMA 
developed recreation sites 

SUPPORT 

Support from Utah State Office and Washington 

Office will be needed for requests for 

withdrawal. Interdisciplinary staff support 

will be needed for coordination and development 

of site specific mitigation. Coordination with 

surface owners, surface adplfnfsterfng agencies 

or the State of Utah may also+e required. 

Coodrfnatfon with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service will be required where threatened or 

endangered species are involved. 
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TABLE 11 

Tracts Identified for Disposal 

Designation Legal Description Geographic Area 

C, D, E, F T. 40 S., R. 21 E. 
Sec. 27: s l/2 SW l/4 near Bluff 80.00 

A, D T. 35 S., R. 22 E. 

Sec. 28: N l/2 SW l/4 north of Blandfng 80.00 

E T. 36 S., R. 22 E. 

Sec. 12: Lots 1, 2, 4, 6 

E l/2 NE l/4, 

SE l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 13: E l/2 NE l/4 

A, D 

A, D 

A. D 

A, D 

T. 31 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 34: NW l/4 NW l/4 

T. 32 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 18: NE l/4 NW l/4 

Sec. 24: SE l/4 SW l/4 

Sec. 35: NW l/4 SW l/4 

T. 35 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 9: NW l/4 NW l/4 

Sec. 16: NE l/4 NW l/4 
Sec. 19: NW l/4 SE l/4 

T. 36 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 8: NW l/4 NW l/4 
Sec. 20: NE l/4 SE l/4 

at Recapture Lake 363.80 

near U-211 at Photograph Gap 40.00 

Warts Draw 

Peters Hill 

northwest of Monticello Airport 

40.00 
40.00 
40.00 

Devils Canyon 

northeast of Recapture Lake 40.00 
northeast of Blandfng 40.00 

120.00 
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TABLE 11 (Continued) 

Designation Legal Description Ceographfc Area Act-ease 

A, D T. 39 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 23: SE l/4 SE l/4 in Navajo Indian reservation a40.00 

A, B, D T. 39 S., R. 24 E. 

sec. 17: s 1/2 

Sec. 18: SE l/4 
Sec. 20: kE l/4 

Sec. 21: NE l/4, S l/2 
sec. 22: s l/2 

Sec. 27: W l/2 

Sec. 28: NE l/4 

A, D 

A, D 

A, D 

A, D 

A, D 

A, D 

T. 39 S., R. 25 E. 

Sec. 6: NE l/4 SE l/4, 

S l/2 SE l/4 

Sec. 7: Lot 2, E l/2 NE l/4, 

SW l/4 NE l/4, 

SE l/4 NW l/4 

T. 33 S., R. 24 E., 

Sec. 9: SE l/4 NE l/4 

Sec. 33: SE l/4 NE l/4 

T. 31 S., R. 25 E. 

Sec. 23: S l/2 NE l/4, 

SE l/4 NW l/4, 

N l/2 SW l/4, 

NE l/4 SE l/4 

T. 32 S., R. 25 E., 

sec. 1: SE l/4 SW l/4 

Sec. 12: SW l/4 NE l/4 

Sec. 23: NW l/4 NE l/4, 

N l/2 SE l/4 

Sec. 24: S l/2 NE l/4 

Sec. 29: N l/2 

T. 33 S., R. 25 E 

Sec. 13: SE l/4 

Sec. 19: NE l/4 

Sec. 24: SW l/4 

T. 38 S., R. 25 E. 

sec. 31: Lots 2, 3, 4 

in Navajo Indian reservation a1,920.00 

in Navajo Indian reservation a317.85 

near Monticello 80.00 

west Suimnft Point 

Sumft/west Sunmft Point 

240.00 

600.00 

east of Monticello -- _ 480.00 

north of Hatch Trading Post 109.17 
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TABLE 11 Kontlnued) 

Designation 

A, D 

Legal Description 

T. 39 S., R. 25 E 

Sec. 15: S l/2 

Geographic Area Acreage 

east of Hatch Trading Post 320.00 

A, D T. 32 S., R. 26 E. 

sec. 14: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 

Sec. 15: SE l/4 SW l/4 

Sec. 19: N l/2 SE l/4 

Sec. 23: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 

Sec. 26: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4 

A, D 

A, D 

A, D 

T. 33 S., R. 26 E. 

sec. 9: w l/2 SW l/4 

Sec. 10: SE l/4 NE l/4 

sec. 14: Lots 3, 4 

Sec. 19: SW l/4 SE l/4 

Sec. 30: W l/2 NE l/4, 

SE l/4 NE l/4 

Sec. 31: E l/2 NE l/4, 

SW l/4 NE l/4, 

SE l/4 NW l/4 

T. 34 S., R. 26 E. 

Sec. 33: SW l/4 NE l/4 

NW l/4 SW l/4, 

SE l/4 SW l/4 

T. 35 S., R. 26 E. 

Sec. 31: S l/2 NY l/4, 

N l/2 SW l/4, 

SW l/4 SW l/4 

San Juan County Landfill 

east summit 

north and west of Ucolo 

southeast of Eastland 

Cedar Point 

C, D T. 40 S., R. 23 E. 

Sec. 27: a portion of NE l/4 near Montezuma Creek 

312.35 

488.04 

120.00 

200.00 

10.00 

TOTAL 6126.21 
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TABLE 11 (Concluded) 

NOTE: Each parcel is designated by letter as to the type(s) of disposal for whfch 

it is suitable, and under what authority, as follows: 

A Tracts uneconoafc to manage, suitable for sale under authority of Sec. 

203(a)(l) of FLPMA. 

B Acquired tracts, suitable for sale under authority of Sec. 203(a)(2) of FLPMA. 

C Public objective tracts, suitable for sale under authority of Sec. 203(a)(3) 

of FLPMA. 

D Tracts suitable for exchange under authority Of Sec. 206(a) of FLPMA. 

E Tracts suitable for recreation and public purpose (R&PPl patent under 

authority of the R&PP Act of 1926 and Sec. 212 of FLPHA. 

F Tracts suitable for desert land entry IDLE patent) under authority of the Act 

of March 3, 1877 as amended by the Act of March 3, 1891. 

aThe tracts identified in the Navajo Indian reservation will not be considered available to 

the public for 5 years after adoption of the RHP, in case they are wanted by the havajo tribe. 
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FOREST MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANACEMEWT GUIDANCE 

SJRA manages woodland products by controlling 

harvests and sales. SJRA sells woodland prod- 

ucts in designated areas for fuelwood, posts, 

Christmas trees, ornamental or medicinal pur- 

poses, and other uses as demand arises. After 

the RMP is adopted, areas would be designated 

through activity plans or site-specific NEPA 

documents prepared when proposals are received. 

Fuelwood harvest is limited to pinyon and juni- 

per. Onsite use of wood products by recreation- 

ists (such as for campfires) is allowed except 

where specifically excluded in certain areas 

under the RMP. 

In activity plans prepared following adoption of 

the RMP, all forest lands in SJRA would be 

assigned to one of four categories: 

(1) lands available for intensive management of 

forest products; 

(2) lands available for restricted management of 

forest products; 

(31 lands where forests are managed to enhance 

other uses; and 

(4) forest lands not available for management of 

forest products. 

RMP goals and management objectives would be 

used to determine which areas are assigned to 

each category, and to impose conditions on 

forest product use. 

Prior to any land treatment project (such as 

chainings) that would remove woodland products, 

SJRA strives first for sale and second for free 

use of those products. 

DECISION 

1. Harvest woodland products as shown below 
subject to the following priorities: 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC; 

- areas near Navajo Indian reservation 

- areas near Blanding; 

- areas near Monticello; 

- other areas as needed.. 

Designated areas (315,890 acres) in: 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- most ROS SPNM - class areas 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions on 540,260 acres to 

protect: * 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning areas 

- deer winter range 

Exclude from woodland products use 

except limited onsite collection of 

dead fuelwood (for campfires) on 299,630 acres 

in: 

Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

Butler Wash ACEC 

Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial (Grand Gulch 

special emphasis area) 

Dark Canyon ACEC 

floodplains, riparfan/aquatic areas 

Hovenweep ACEC 

Indian Creek ACEC 

Lavender Mesa ACEC 

Shay Canyon ACEC 

five identified mesa tops 

most ROS P-class areas 

ROS SPM-class area in San Juan River SRMA 

Pearson Canyon hiking area 

Exclude from all woodland product use 

(including onsfte collection of dead 

fuelwood for campfireslon 250 acres in: 

- developed recreation sites 

Standard conditions in all other areas not 

listed above (620,160 acres). 

* The Area Manager may approve exceptions to 

these specific l anagementprescriptons on a case 

by case basis if sufficient justification exists 

to show the prescription is not needed (such as 

granting an exception to a seasonal use 

requirement if a protected wildlife species is 

not using crucial habitat in a specific year) 
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SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. 

FOREST DEVELOPMENT 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

SJRA may develop forest resources for sustained 

yield, where feasible, in areas where forest 

product sales are allowed under the RMP. The 

RMP may impose conditions of use or reclamation 

requirements in certain areas. 

DECISION 

None developed. 

SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coodination and development of site specific 

mitigation if forest development is implemented. 

GRAZING MANAGEMENT-RANGELAND PROGRAM SUUMARY 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Changes in livestock use may be made in response 

to resource conflicts identified in the RMP or 

as a result of monitoring range condition and 

trend. Monitoring takes into account actual 
use, utilization, trend, and climate to measure 

vegetation change and to determine the need for 

subsequent livestock adjustments. Any increase 

or decrease in available forage allocation would 

be made on an individual allotment basis. In 

allotments that contain crucial wildlife 

habitat, forage would be divided equally between 

livestock and wildlife, so long as consistent 

with management objectives for livestock and 

wildlife numbers. Initial grazing use decisions 

would be issued within 5 years after publication 

of the rangeland program summary (RPS1 following 

adoption of the RMP. 

An attempt will be made to reach agreements with 

permittees to restrict grazing to the average 

licensed use level (as shown in table 121. Such 

agreements will recognize preference but hold 

grazing use at average licensed use levels until 

monitoring indicates a need for adjustment. If 

agreements are not reached, 8LM will issue 

decisions recognizing present grazing preference 
and season and specifying the monitoring to be 

conducted. If and when monitoring data confirm 

that management needs to be changed, BLM would 

attempt to make the change through agreement. 

If a suitable agreement is not reached, a 

decision would be issued. 

Existing seasons of use or kinds of livestock 

may be changed in the future, provided (11 that 

physiological needs of plants are met for sus- 

tained-yield forage production and (21 that 

resource conflicts do not result. The decision 

whether to allow a change in season of use or 

kind of livestock would be made after assessing 

the proposal in NEPA documents prepared at that 

time. To prevent competition for forage and the 

transmission of disease from domestic to wild 

sheep, BLM would not allow any change in kind of 

livestock from cattle to sheep on an allotment 

within crucial desert bighorn habitat. 

SJRA grazing allotments have been evaluated as 

to resource potential and conf'licts and assigned 

a management category (table 12) in accordance 

with BLM range policy. BLM staff have contacted 

the grazing permittees, and the permittees have 

agreed with the assigned categories. BLM en- 

deavors to improve allotments with identified 

resource problems. 

The RHP identifies allotments where existing 

allotment management plans (AMPS) should be 

implemented or modified, or where new AMPS 

should be prepared and implemented (table 12). 

AMPS are activity plans prepared after approval 

of the RMP to meet its stated objectives. For a 

specific allotment, the AMP describes in 'detail 

the management objectives, grazing system to be 

used (such as deferred rotation or rest- 

rotation), and range impro%mentsto be 

constructed. 
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TABLE 12 

Grazing Actions to be implemented, by Allotment 

Allotment 

'6801 
ALkALI CANYON 

6002 
ALKALI POINT 

4830 

BEARTRAP 

4826 
BIG INDIAN 

6804 

BLACK STEER 

6835 
BLUE MOUNTAIN 

6803 
BLUFF BENCH 

6805 
BROWN CANYON 

6846 

BUG-SQUAW 

6806 
BULLDOG 

Management Past !i-Year Active Future 

category Average AUMs Preference AUMs 

I 

I 

C 

I 

C 

C 

C 

M 

I 

C 

1,349 2,362 1,370 ll/Ol to 05/31 Yes 165 Alkali Ridge ACEC 6,520 

282 340 395 05/16 to 06/20 Yes 900 Alkali Ridge ACEC 6,790 

102 130 102 07/15 to 11/30 ho None None 

750 810 812 12/05 to 05/25 Yes 500 hone 

314 537 285 12/01 to 04/30 Yes None Land disposal 320 

20 30 20 07/01 to 09/30 No hone None 

33 64 33 12/01 to 03/11 No None None 

t 60 

991 

316 

60 60 11/16 to 03/15 No None None 

1,305 

368 

991 

307 

Ol/Ol to 05/20 Yes 

lO/Ol to 12/31 
06/01 to 09/30 

None . 

Land disposal 400 
Alkali Ridge ACEC 2,720 

Season of Use AMP 

New Land 
Treatments 

(acres) Other Land Uses Acres 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Allotment 

6808 
CAVE CANYON 

. New Land 
Management Past 5-Year Active Future Treatments 

Category Average AUMs Preference AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) 

I 1,895 3,249 1,892 ll/Ol to 05/15 Yes 

4827 
CHURCH ROCK C 

6836 

COMB WASH I 

6838 

CORRAL C 

6849 
COTTONWOOD I 

6811 

CROSS CANYON I 

6812 
DEVILS CANYON M 

6813 

DODGE CANYON C 

6814 

DODGE POINT C 

34 60 34 12/01 to 03/31 

2,870 3,796 2,903 lo/16 to 05/31 

16 16 16 05/20 to 07/19 No 

1,080 1.434 1,104 lo/16 to 06/10 Yes 

2,289 3,600 2,343 ll/Ol to 05/31 

195 212 

700 110 

13 30 

195 06/01 to 09/30 

100 05/01 to 70/15 

13 06/01 to lo/31 

48 

No 

Yes 

Yes 

No 

No 

290 

None 

190 

435 

Bone 

None 

Other Land Uses Acres 

Alkali Ridge ACEC 8,230 
La$d disposal 110 

None 

Grand Gulch SRMA 65,610 
Hole-in-the-Rock Trail 790 
Cedar Mesa ACEC 59,530 
Scenic Hfghway 

Corridor ACEC 1,250 

None 

Butler Wash Arch Dist 2,030 
Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 2,700 
Grand Gulch SRMA 8,600 

Hovenweep ACEC 1,500 

Tin Cup Arch Dist 2,610 

Alkali Ridge ACEC 7,100 

None 

None 



TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Management Past 5-Year Act1 ve 

Allotment Category Average AUMs Preference 

4804 
DRY FARM C 34 27 

4820 
DRY VALLEY- 

DEER NECK M 1.008 1.286 

4814 
EAST CANYON I 1,045 1,191 

.6815 
EAST LEAGUE M 1,800 2,463 
4810 
EAST SUMMIT C 10 13 

4811 I 2,359 2,460 

HARTS DRAM 

4825 
HARTS POINT I 

6840 
HORSE CANYON M 

6816 
HORSEHEAD CANYON C 

4813 

HURRAH PASS I 

478 1,080 

310 425 

83 144 

246 262 

Future 
AUMs Season of Use AMP 

New Land 

Treatments 

(acres) Other Land Uses Acres 

34 05/01 to 05/30 No None Nope 

1,008 12/01 to 05/10 Yes None 

12/01 to 04/15 Yes 50 

lo/16 to 05/15 Yes 

. 04/01 to 12/31 

lo/16 to 06/15 Yes 110 

None 

1,051 None 

1,800 

0 

2,371 

San Juan River SRMA 

Land disposal 

Land disposal 
Indian Creek ACEC 

Shay Canyon ACEC 
Indlan Creek SRMA 

485 03/01 to 05/31 

310 ll/Ol to 03/31 

83 05/16 to lo/31 

246 11/25 to 03/31 

49 

Yes 55 None 

No None None 

No None None 

Yes None None 

450 

155 

40 
5,760 

1,250 
29,000 



TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Allotment 

New Land 

Management Past 5-Year Active Future Treatments 

Category Average AUMs Preference AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) Other Land Uses Acres 

4815 
INDIAN CREEK 

I 5,171 8,518 5.171 lo/16 to 06/15 Yes Grazing exclusion: 
Brfdger Jack Mesa ACEC 

Lavender Mesa ACEC 
Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 
Butler Wash ACEC 
Dark Canyon ACEC 
Indian Creek ACEC 
Lavender Mesa ACEC 
Shay Canyon ACEC 
Fable Valley Arch Dist 

Beef Basin SRMA 

Indian Creek SRMA 

4822 
INDIAN ROCK I 

6818 
JOHNSON CREEK C 

6833 I 
LAKE CANYON 

217 895 217 11/15 to 03/31 

90 90 90 06/05 to lo/14 

4,777 4,895 4,821 lo/O6 to OS/OS 

No 

No None hone . 

Yes 355 Grazing exclusion: 
Wingate Mesa 
Grand Gulch 

Grand Gulch ACEC 

Moki-Red Canyon ACEC 

Scenic Highway 
Corridor ACEC 
Grand Gulch SRMA 

Cedar Mesa Arch Dist 
Hole-in-the-Rock Trail 

5,290 
640 

5,290 
13,870 
46,040 

7,340 
640 
520 

5,030 
66,450 

51,000 

hone None 

24,600 
J 1.200 

17,970 

63,340 

21,290 
66,000 

68,130 
3,730 

6839 
LAWS 5 09/01 to 3/31 No None None 

50 



TABLE 12 (Contlnued) 

New Land 

Treatments 

(acres) 
Past 5-Year 

Average AUMs 

Active 
Preference Allotment 

Management 
Category 

Future 

AUMs 

280 

1,478 

116 

6 

1,187 

602 

1,581 

None 

80 

Other Land Uses 

None 

None 

. 

Acres 

I 

None None 

None None 

None None 

55 

None 

San Juan River SRMA 2,420 

Alkali Ridge ACEC 7,250 
Three Klva Pueblo 1 

None 

165 Land disposal 320 

AMP Season of Use 

04/01 to 11/30 
6819 

LITTLE BOULDER M No 

4801 

LONE CEDAR I 1,468 1,966 12/01 to 04/30 Yes 

No 

6820 
LDNG CANYON C 116 140 05/15 to 10/15 

6821 

LYMAN C 6 6 03/01 to 02/28 No 

4819 

MAIL STATION M 1,187 1,446 ll/Ol to 04/30 Yes 

6822 
HcCRACKEN ‘I 602 

1,581 

950 

1,900 

Ol/Ol to 05/15 

ll/Ol to 05/31 

Yes 

Yes 6823 I 
MQNTEZUMA 

4806 
MONTICELLO COWBOY M 618 814 618 11/16 to 04/30 Yes 

Yes 

6825 
MONUMENT CANYON I 434 1,150 445 12/05 to 05/31 

I 

6852 
NORTHEAST SUMMIT C 20 20 20 04/01 to 12/31 No 

265 275 265 11/25 to 03/31 Yes 

None 

None None 
6824 
OWENS DUGOUT C 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

New Land 
Management Past 5-Year Act.1 ve Future Treatments 

Allotment Category Average AUMs Preference AUMs Season of Use MP (acres) 

6845 
PEARSON POINT M 100 125 100 03/01 to 12/31 No None 

6827 

PERKINS BROS. I 3,411 7,579 3,411 ll/Ol to G5/31 Yes 

4807 
PETERS CANYON C 

4805 

PETERS POINT I 

6841 
PIUTE KNOLL C 

6842 

ROGERS c I 

6847 
ROUNDUP CORRAL C . 

6724 
SAGE FLAT C 

90 90 50 11/16 to 03/31 

135 180 146 05/01 to 10/31 

25 30 0 05/01 to 10/31 

0 0 0 Ol/Ol to 4/30 

4 8 4 06/30 to 07/01 

09/30 to lO/Ol 

13 13 13 06/01 to 06/30 

ho hone 

Yes 90 

No 

No 

No 

NOW 

None 

Other Land Uses Acres 

None 

San Juan River SRMA 12,230 

Grand Gulch SRMA 47,380 

Cedar Mesa Arch Dist 40,450 
Hole-in-the-Rock Trail 860 
Sand Island 1 
River House Rufn 1 
Cedar Mesa ACEC 350 
Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 3,800 

None 

None 

Land disposal 160 

None 

None 

None None 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Allotment 

6716 
SAGE GROUSE 

6850 
SHUMWAY POINT 

6834 

SL ICKHORN 

Management Past 5-Year Active 

Category Average AUMs Preference 

C 7 7 

4824 
SOUTH CANYON C 

M 496’ 680 

I 1,716 1.795 

4823 
SPRING CREEK I 

4812 
SPRING CREEK WEST I 

6828 

SQUAw CANYON I 

4831 
STATE LINE C 

6830 
STEVEhS C 

hew Land 

Future Treatments 

AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) 

0 05/01 to 05/31 

496 ll/Ol to 03/31 

1,927 lo/16 to 06/15 

109 117 109 05/16 to 11/30 

90 172 96 05/01 to 10/31 

152 150 158 06/16 to lo/15 

i 

74 789 74 ll/Ol to 05/15 

16 16 16 11/25 to 02/28 

43 60 43 03/01 to 02/28 

No None 

Yes 1.685 

No 

No 

No 

Yes 

No 

No 

45 

None 

None 

None 

None 

Other Land Uses Acres 

Land disposal 

None 

320 

Hole-in-the-Rock Trail 730 

Grand Gulch SRMA 127,210 
Cedar Mesa ACEC 8,690 

Grand Gulch ACEC 31,160 

Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 132,810 

Cedar Mesa Arch Dist 127,210 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 

None 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Allotment 

4818 
SUHMIT CANYON 

6831 
TANK BENCH- 

BRUSHY BASIN 

4802 
TANKDRAW 

6844 

TEXAS-MULEY 

Management Past &Year Active 
Category Average AU& Preference 

C 40 39 

I 2,992 3,973 

New Land 

Future Treatments 
AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) 

40 07/01 to 08/31 No None 

3.008 lo/16 to 06/10 Yes 130 

1,316 

1,642 

1,645 

1,960 

1,321 

1,758 

12/01 to 04/30 Yes 

11/15 to 05/31 Yes 

4817 UPPER 

EAST CANYON C 18 18 15 05/01 to 10/31 No 

4803 

VEGA CREEK C 69 80 69 lO/Ol to 10/31 No 
i 

6832 

VERDURE CREEK C 103 118 103 03/01 to 02/28 No 

40 

930 

None 

None 

None 

Other Land Uses Acres 

None 

Grand Gulch SRM 
Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 

None 

5,900 

2,170 

Cedar Mesa Arch Dist 66,600 

Grand Gulch SRM 66,600 

Mule Canyon Ruin 1 

Cedar Mesa ACEC 67,730 
Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 9,230 

Land disposal 120 

None . 

None 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

Allotment 

6716 
SAGE GROUSE 

6850 

SHUMWAY POINT 

6834 

SLICKHORN 

New Land 

Management Past 5-Year Active Future Treatments 
Category Average AUMs Preference AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) Other Land Uses Acres 

C 7 7 0 05/01 to 05/31 - Land disposal 320 

M 496 680 496 ll/Ol to 03/31 

I 1,716 1,795 1.927 lo/16 to 06/15 

No 

Yes 

4824 

SDUTH CANYON C 109 117 109 05/16 to 11/30 No 

4823 

SPRING CREEK I 90 172 96 05/01 to 10/31 No 

4812 

SPRING CREEK WEST I 152 150 158 06/16 to 10/15 ho 

6828 

SQUAW CANYON I 
i 

74 789 74 ll/Ol to 05/15 Yes 

4831 
STATE LINE c . 16 16 16 11/25 to 02/28 No 

6830 

STEVENS C 43 60 43 03/01 to 02/28 No 

None None 

1,685 Hole-in-the-Rock Trail 730 

Grand Gulch SRMA 127,210 
Cedar Mesa ACEC 8,690 

Grand Gulch ACEC 31,160 

Scenic Hfghway 

Corridor ACEC 132,810 

Cedar Mesa Arch Dist 127,210 

Nene None 

45 None 

None None 

None None 

None None 

None None 
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TABLE 12 (Continued) 

New Land 

Management Past 5-Year Active Future Treatments 

Allotment ~wwY Average AUMs Preference AUMs Season of Use AMP (acres) 

6837 I 3,572 5,544 4,981 03/01 to 02/28 Yes 820 

WHITE CANYON 

6840 
WHITE MESA I 2,741 4,531 2,805 12/01 to 05/31 Yes 510 

Other Land Uses Acres 

Grazing exclusion: 
mesa tops (desert 
bighorn sheep) 56,740 

Land disposal 25 
Dark Canyon 16,OCO 
Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 31,460 

Scenic Highway 

Corridor ACEC 
Grand Gulch SRMA 

1,300 
2,600 

NOTE: Future AUMs show a change from the 5-year average only if a land treatment or land disposal is listed. A change may also occur if amitoring 
studies show a change is needed. Land treatment acres are only estimates based on assumptions made in the EIS. Some treatments may never be 
implemented and some may include more acres than are listed. Figure 1 shows potential land treatment acres. Past 5-year average AUMs is for the 
period 3/l/79 to Z/28/84. 

i 
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Ecological site information is used to establish 

management objectives, management potential, and 

treatment potential within the allotment. Table 

13 shows current and projected ecological con- 

dition by percentage of allotment. 

Grazing systems would be maintained, revised, or 

implemented. Grazing system implementation 

would be based on consideration of (1) objec- 

tives detailed in an AMP; (2) resource char- 

acteristics detailed in the RMP; (3) vegetation 

characteristics determined by monitoring; (4) 

availability of water; (5) operator requests; 

and (6) implementation co sts. 

Range improvements facil tate grazing manage- 

ment. The potential for benefit from rangeland 

treatments is determined using ecological sjte 

information. Areas avai able for improvements 

are determined in the RMP. The extent, loca- 

tion, and scheduling of specific range projects 

would be determined on an individual allotment 

basis, and would depend on operator contribu- 

tions and BLM funding capability. Maintenance 

of existing land treatments would be given 

preference over construction of new ones. 

Additional forage made available on a sustained- 

yield basis for livestock grazing through either 

improved management practices or maintenance or 

construction of land treatments could be allo- 

cated to meet or exceed full grazing prefer- 

ence. Forage available for livestock grazing is 

forage with no other conflicting demand for its 

use. 

Whenever a specific project is proposed that 

would require expenditure of rangeland improve- 
ment funds, an investment analysis would be done 

to 

(1) identify allotments where there is oppor- 

tunity for a positive return on the 

investment; 

(2) integrate economic, resource, and social 

objectives in prioritizing investments; and 

(3) incorporate priorities and detailed invest- 

ment analysis into annual work plans. 

SJRA administers grazing on 312,660 acres 

available for livestock use within Glen Canyon 

NRA under BLM policy and regulations and the 

terms of BLM-NPS agreements. SJRA also admini- 

sters grazing privileges on 100 acres within 

Hovenweep National Monument (NM). 

Coordination of grazing responsibilities between 

BLM and NPS on lands within the NRA was ad- 

dressed in the Umbrella Memorandum of Under- 

standing CBLM and NPS, 19841, signed by the 

directors of NPS and BLM, and in the Interagency 

Agreement for Grazing Management on Glen Canyon 

National Recreation Area [BLM and NPS, 19861 

signed by the Rocky Mountain Regional Director, 

NPS, and the Utah State Director, BLM. These 

agreements were taken into account in preparing 

the RMP. 

DECISIONS 

1. Authorize grazing by agreement with 

permittees at the five year average licensed 
use level as shown in Table 12. If the five 

year average licensed use level is not 

accepted by permittees, a decision will be 

issued recognizing present grazing 

preference. Whether authorized by agreement 

or decision this grazing use level will be 

used until monitoring data confirms a need 

for change. All agreements or decisions 

would be completed within 5 years after 

approval of the RMP. 

2. Categorize allotments as shown in Table 12 

upon approval of RMP. 

3. Change season of use to end March 31 on 

Church Rock, Indian Rock, and Owens Dugout 

allotments within 2 years of approval of RMP. 

4. Designate key species for allotments as 
shown in Table 17 upon approval of RMP. 

5. Designate proper utilization levels of key 

forage species as shown in Table 18 upon 

approval of RMP. -..? 

6. Designate allotment objectives as to 

ecological condition as shown in Table 13 

upon approval of RMP. 
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TABLE 13 

Current and Future Ecological Condition by Percentuge of Allotment 

Allotment, Ecological Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Ljvestock Forage Condition Current Future 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condftfon 

ALKALI CANYON 6801 BIG INDIAN 4826 (Concluded) 

Native Seedina 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

ALKALI POINT 6802 

Native 

Cl imax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

BEAR TRAP 4830 

Native 

Clilaax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

BIG INDIAN 4826 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

0 3 

28 28 

26 26 

30 27 

9 9 

0 0 

10 10 

13 13 

53 41 

6 6 

18 21 

0 9 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 
0 

0 

0 0 

0 5 

47 44 

24 18 

29 29 

Excellent 0 4 

Good 0 0 

Fair 0 0 

Poor 0 0 

BLACK STEER 6804 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

BLUE MOUNTAIN 6835 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

BLUFF BENCH 6803 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

BROliN CANYON 6805 

Native 

climax 
Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early set-al 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

Current Future 

0 1 

9 15 

61 53 

15 15 

15 16 

0 0 

23 23 

77 77 

0 0 

0 0 

63 63 

0 0 

16 16 

0 0 
21 21 

-0 0 
0 0 

30 30 

50 50 

20 20 

58 



TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Current Future 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

BUCK CREEK 

Native 

Cl inlax 

Late Seral 

Mid Seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

BUG-SQUAI11 6846 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

BULLDOG 6806 

Native 

Climax 
Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlanas 

Seedf 

Excellent 

Good 
Fair 

Poor 

CAVE CANYON 6808 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 
Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

12 

75 

0 

0 

13 

12 

75 
0 

0 

3 

3 
4 

53 

21 

7 

3 

9 

50 

19 

7 

9 6 

0 6 

3 0 

0 0 

4 4 
0 0 

81 77 

2 6 

6 6 

0 4 

39 38 
24 24 

26 23 
11 11 

CHURCH ROCK 4827 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid Seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedinab 

COMB WASH 6836 

Native 

Cl flnax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

CORRAL 6838 

Native 

Cl imax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/bad1 ands 
Seedinab 

COTTONWOOD 6849 

Native 

Cl imax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb -- 

CROSS CANYON 6811 

Native 

Cl imax 

Late seral 

(continued) 

Current Future -- 

0 0 

0 6 
64 58 

D 0 

36 36 

3 

20 

44 

14 

17 

5 

22 

40 

12 

17 

0 0 

23 23 

77 77 

0 0 

0 0 

0 1 

9 14 

60 56 

16 14 

15 15 

0 0 

6 6 
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TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

CROSS CANYON (conclusion) 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 
Excel1 ent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

DEVILS CANYON 6812 EAST CANYON 4814 

Native 

Climax 
Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

6813 DODGE CANYON 

Native 

Climax 

Late sera 

Mid seral 

1 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

DODGE POINT 6814 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

DRY FARM 4804 
Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfnsb 

Current Future 

56 57 

28 26 
8 8 

0 0 
0 0 

28 27 
66 67 

6 6 

0 0 

60 60 

35 35 
0 0 

5 5 

0 

33 

19 
41 

7 

0 

7 

93 
0 

0 

0 

33 

19 

41 

7 

0 

7 

93 

0 

0 

DRY VALLEY DEER NECK 4820 

Natfve - 

Climax 

Late Seral 

Mid Seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

Uative 

climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 
Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 
Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

EAST LEAGUE 6815 

Native 

Clfmax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

SeedinQb 

EAST SUMMIT 4810 

Native 

c1imax 

Late seral 

Hfd seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

Current Future 

0 0 

0 4 

42 43 
54 49 

4 4 

0 
0 

52 
44 

4 

D 0 

5 

51 
39 

4 

34 38 
36 34 

12 11 

6 5 

12 12 

5 

0 

95 

‘0 

0 

a 

0 

0 

* 0 
0 
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TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological 
Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

HARTS DRAW 4825 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 
Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Allotment, Ecologfcal 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condftfon 

INDIAN CREEK 4815 

Native 

climax 

Late seral 
Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

HARTS POINT 4825 

Native 
Climax 

Late seral 
Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

HORSE CANYON 6848 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 
Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

HORSEHEAD CANYON 6816 

Native 
Climax 
Late seral 
Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

HURRAH PASS 4813 

Natfve 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 
Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

Current Future 

2 3 

14 18 
47 42 

4 4 
30 30 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

0 

0 

66 

0 

34 

0 

7 

59 

0 

34 

INDIAN ROCK 4822 

Native 

Cl imax 
Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

JOHNSON CREEK 6818 

Native 

8 8 

56 56 

11 11 

21 21 

4 4 

1 1 

47 44 

32 33 
14 16 

6 6 

Climax 
Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 
Poor 

LAKECANYON 6833 
Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 
Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

8 10 Seeding 

18 20 Excellent 
38 35 Good 

6 5 Fair 
30 30 Poor 

Current Future 

3 4 
11 14 
39 36 

20 18 
24 24 

0 0 

2 2 

18 17 

49 50 
31 31 

0 

0 

86 

0 

5 

0 

0 

86 

0 

5 

11, 13 
24 24 

20 19 
7 6 

38 38 
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TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological Allotment, Ecological 
Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

L#JS 6839 

Native 

c1iinax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

LITTLE BOULDER 6819 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mfd seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

LONE CEDAR 4801 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding- 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

LONSCANYDN 6820 

Native 

c1iaax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

Current Future 

0 

0 

29 

51 

20 

0 

0 

29 

51 
20 

5 5 
15 15 

60 60 

6 6 

7 7 

1 1 

6 4 
0 3 

0 0 

0 0 

0 7 

67 60 

0 0 

33 33 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33 

21 

39 

7 

C 

0 

0 

0 

0 

33 

21 

39 

7 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

LYMAN 6821 

Native 

clfmax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding b 

MAIL STATION 4819 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

ngb Seedf 

MCCRACKEN 6822 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

MONTEZUMA CANYON 6823 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fafr 

Poor 

MONTICELLO COWBOY 4806 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

62 

Current Future 

0 0 

.22 22 

0 0 

62 62 

16 16 

0 0 

0 9 

89 80 

2 2 

9 9 

36 37 

12 12 

14 13 

0 0 

38 38 

2 3 

16 17 

21 23 

40 36 

JJ. 11 

5 

2 

3 

4 
3 3- 

0 ; 

0 0 

0 8 

81 74 

11 10 

8 8 



TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological Allotment, Ecological 
Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Conditfon 

MONUMENT 6625 

Native 

c1mx 

Late seral 

#id seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 
Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

OMNS DUGOUT 

Native 

6 824 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/bad1 ands 

Seedif& 

PEARSON POINT 6845 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

PERKINS BROTHERS 6827 

Native 

Clilaax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 
Seedingb 

Current Future 

3 5 

19 21 

46 44 

16 14 

7 7 

0 2 

20 24 

55 49 

0 0 

25 25 

0 0 

0 0 

51 49 

9 11 

6 6 

0 

34 

0 

0 

17 

53 

22 

1 

7 

17 

0 

17 
0 

22 

50 

20 

1 

7 

Condftfon Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

NORTHEAST SUMfIT 6852 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

PETERS CANYON 4807 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 
Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

PETERS POINT 4805 

Native 

ClilRax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 
Fair 

Poor 

PIUTE KNOLL 6841 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

ROGERS 6842 

Native 
c1fmax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

63 

Current Future 

5 5 

0 0 

95 95 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

100 95 

0 5 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

6 6 

60 58 

0 0 

17 19 

17 17 

0 0 

0 0 

0 a 

50 

50 

0 

0 ..L+ 

0 0 

0 0 

60 60 

30 30 
10 10 



TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

SOUTH CANYON 4824 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

SPRING CREEK 4823 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 
Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

SPRING CREEK WEST 4812 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

ROUNDUP CORRAL 6847 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

SAGE FLAT 6724 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

SAGE GROUSE 6716 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

SHUMM4Y POINT 6850 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 
SeedinQb 

SLICKHCRN 6834 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 
Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 
Fair 

Poor 

Current Future 

0 0 

23 23 

77 77 

0 0 

0 0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

* 0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 0 

33 33 

33 33 

27 27 

7 7 

9 11 

21 22 

31 29 

27 24 

7 7 

1 

4 
0 

0 

SQW CANYON 6828 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Hid seral 

Early seral 
Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 
Poor 

64 

Current Future 

0 

3 

97 

0 

0 

0 

3 

92 

5 

0 

0 0 

0 0 

81 74 

0 0 

0 cl 

8 12 

0 0 

11 0 

0 10 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

95 

5 

0 

0 

0 

60 

24 
6 

0 

6 

:2" 

6 

0 

10 

0 
0 



TABLE 13 (Continued) 

Allotment, Ecological Allotment, Ecol&gical 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

STATE LINE 4831 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

STEVENS 6830 
Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

UPPER EAST CANYON 4817 
Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfnob 

SUMMIT CANYON 4818 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

TANK BENCH-BRUSHY BASIN 6831 
Native 

Climax 14 17 
Late seral 23 23 
Mid seral 32 30 

Early seral 7 6 
Rock outcrop/badlands 21 21 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 
Fair 

Poor 

TA!X DRAW 4802 

Native 
Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedfngb 

Current Future 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

90 

10 

90 

10 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 0 

0 8 
83 76 

8 7 
9 9 

65 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

TEXAS-MULEY 6844 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 
Excellent 

Good 
Fair 

Poor 

Mid seral 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedi ngb 

VEGA CREEK 4803 
Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

VERDURE CREEK 6832 

Native 

climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early Seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seedingb 

Current Future 

2 2 

0 6 

64 59 

21 19 

9 9 

0 

0 
100 

0 

0 

0 

0 
100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 0 

53 53 

36 36 

3 3 

8 8 
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TABLE 13 (Concluded) 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Condition 

Allotment, Ecological Allotment, Ecological 

Condition Class, and 

Livestock Forage Conditf on Current Future 

WHITE CANYON 6837 

Native 

Climax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

15 17 

30 30 

33 30 

2 2 

15 15 

0 3 

3 0 

2 2 

0 1 

MITE MESA 6840 

Native 

CliBiax 

Late seral 

Mid seral 

Early seral 

Rock outcrop/badlands 

Seeding 

Excellent 

Good 

Fair 

Poor 

Current Future 

3 5 

19 20 
33 31 

28 25 
11 11 

0 4 

1 0 

6 1 

0 3 

NOTE: Seral stage is an expression of the relative degree to which the kinds, proportions, 

and amounts of plants in a biotic community resemble the potential natural comunity 

for a given area. Early seral = 0 to 25 percent; Mid seral = 26 to 50 percent; Late 

seral = 51 to 75 percent; and Climax = 76 to 100 percent of potential. 

Future ecological condition is the vegetation management objective for the allotment 

unless otherwise designated in an AMP. 

aThe entire allotment is to be disposed of. 

bThis allotment has no seeding at present, and none is proposed under the RW. 

CLess than 1 percent. 

ASSWPTIWS 

It was assumed that 

- management of a grazing allotment under an AHP or elimination of spring grazing after March 

31 would improve ecological condition by 10 percent if the allotroent consisted primarily of 
desert or semidesert range sites; 

- ecological condition would not change on allotments comprised primarily of upland range 

sites; 

- absence of an AMP would cause a 5 percent decline in ecological condition on desert or 

semidesert range site allotments, but no change on upland range site allotments; and that 
-C 

- either maintenance of existing land treatments or inplementation of new ones would improve 

livestock forage condition. 
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TABLE 14 

EXISTING ALLOTMENT MANAGEMENT PLANS 
(Listed by priority for revision) 

Comb Wash - Cottonwood - Owens 

Lake Canyon 

Indian Creek 

Tank Bench - Brushy Basin 

white Mesa 

White Canyon 

East League 

McCracken 

Peters Point 

TABLE 15 

NEW ALLOTMENT MANAGEMENT PLANS 
(Listed by priority for coarpletion) 

Perkins Brothers 

Slickhorn 

Texas-Muley 

Hart Draw - Hurrah Pass 

Tank Draw 

Lone Cedar 

East Canyon 

Dry Valley - Deer Neck 

Mail Station 

Alkali Canyon 

Cross Canyon 

Bug - Squaw 

Monticello Cowboy 

Big Indian - Hart Point 

Cave Canyon 

Indian Rock 

Montezuma 

Monument Canyon 

Alkali Point 

Black Steer 

-- 
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PRIORITY PROJECT # 

High 0049 

0446 

0761 

0692 

0205 

4011 

0655 

0705 

0523 

4289 

4290 

0679 

141 

Brushy Basin Tank Bench-Brushy Basin 1280 

Upper Westwater Tank Bench-Brushy Basin 825 

Little Baullies Comb Wash 1600 

Pearson Point Pearson Point 600 

Bug Point Bug Squaw 2450 

Horse Flats White Canyon 7645 

North Slickhorn Slickhorn 3950 

Table Top Monument 1800 

East Mesa-Horse Bench White Canyon 600 

Horse Pasture Point 

Dark Canyon Plateau 

Bull Hollow 

Medium 3512 Salt Creek Mesa 

0730 Shay Mesa 
0622 Muley Point 
0441 Squaw Point 
0546 Coalbed Fire 

0559 Spring Creek 

0291 Spring Creek 

0177 Boulder Point 

U6-R-106 Shumway 

0147 Point Lookout 
0085 Johnson 

0405 Racetrack 

0416 Dalton 
5234 Dalton 

0548 Recapture Fire 

4181 Big Canyon 

TABLE 16 

EXISTING SEEDINGS 

(Listed by priority for maintenance) 

SEEDING ALLOTMENT ACREAGE 

Montezuma 1060 

Indian creek 5440 

Montezuma Canyon 200 

Indian Creek 1920 

Hart Draw 2100 

Texas-Muley 1360 

Cross Canyon 700 

Monument 1200 

Spring Creek 260 

Spring Creek West 80 

Little Boulder 340 

Johnson Creek 80 

Slickhorn 640 

Little Boulder 100 

Bulldog 150 

Montezuma 200 

Montezuma 280 

Bulldog 300 

Comb Wash 300 

Montezuma 975 0741 Long Canyon Point 

-- 
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Table 16 (Concluded) 

PRIORITY PROJECT B SEEDING 

Low 0401 

0367 

5049 

0076 

4119 

4318 

U6-4-7 

0027 

0759 

0313 

0679 

0007 

005 

0313 

0438 

0659 

0449 

0521 

0552 

0741 

6069 

5819 

4521 

4011 

0523 

Guymon Bulldog 40 

Stevens Stevens 50 

Nielson Spring Creek 30 

Butt Summit Canyon 80 

Butt Summit Canhon 35 

Hart Draw Hart Draw 200 

Dry Farm Dry Farm 100 

Adams White Mesa 50 

Harris Dodge Point 40 

Peters Point Peters Point 1370 

Maverick Point Slickhorn 600 

Dark Canyon Plateau Indian Creek 1200 

Cyclone Slickhorn 2000 

Alkali Point Alkali Point 1400 

South Alkali Point Alkali Canyon 1700 

Mustang Mesa White Mesa 1200 

East Slickhorn Texas-Muley 1460 

Lower Westwater White Mesa 1575 

Deer Flat White Canyon 1900 

Woodenshoe White Canyon 1000 

Long Canyon Point Montezuma . 525 

Coalbed Fire Rehab. Monument 350 

Pearson Fire Little Boulder 270 

Iron Canyon Point South Canyon 260 

Horse Flats White Canyon 600 

East Mesa-Horse Bench White Canyon 300 

ALLOTMENT ACREAGE 
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TABLE 17 

KEY FORAGE SPECIES, BY WIN6 ALLOTHENT 

OVERVIEW 

This table designates the key forage species for 

each grazing allotamt in the San Juan Resource 
Area (SJRA). Key species are monitored to 

determine whether management objectives are 

being met. 

KEY SPECIES AND CoW)N NAHES 

Following is a list of the key species found in 

SJRA and their symbols. 

Crested wheatgrass 

Western wheatgrass 

Big sagebrush 

Fourwfng saltbush 

Blue grama 
Blackbrush 

Green omrmon tea 

Winterfat 

Curlygrass 

Prairie junegrass 

Indian ricegrass 

Sandberg bluegrass 

Bottlebrush squfrreltail 

Sand dropseed 

Needleandthread grass 

KEY SPECIES BY 6RAZIE ALLOlUEKT 

AGCR 

AGSM 

ARTR 

ATCA2 

BOGR2 
CORA 

EPVI 

EULA 

HIJA 

KOCR 

ORHY 

POSE 

SIHY 

SPCR 

STCO4 

Following is a list of the grazing allotments in 

SJRA and the key species found on each allotment. 

6801, Alkali Cawon AGCR, HIJA, ORHY, ARTR 

6802, Alkali Point AGCR 

4830, Bear Trap POSE, AGSM, SIHY 

4826, Big Indian BOGR2, HIJA, SPCR 

6804, Black Steer HIJA, SPCR, ORHY, ARTR 

6835, Blue Mountain AGSM 

‘i 
i 

6805, Brown Canyon 

6851, Buck Creek 

6B46, Bug-Squaw 

6806, Bulldog 

6808, Cave Canyon 

4827, Church Rock 

6836, Comb Wash 

6838, Corral 

6849, Cottonwood 

6811, Cross Canyon 

6812, Devils Canyon 

6813, Dodge Canyon 

6814, Dodge Point 

4804, Dry Fara 

4820, Dry Valley-Deer Neck 

4814, East Canyon 

6815, East League 

4810, East Sumit 

4811, Harts Draw 

4825, Harts Point 

HIJA 

ORHY, HIJA, SPCR 

AGCR, HIJA, ARTR 

ORHY, STCW, AGCR 

HIJA, ORHY, SPCR, ARTR 

ORHY, HIJA, SIHY, BOGR2 

ORHY, HIJA, ATCAP, SPCR 

AGSM 

HIJA, ORHY, ARTR, SPCR 

HIJA, SPCR, ORHY, AGCR 

SIHY, ORHY 

POSE, KOCR 

AGCR 

AGCR, POSE, AGSM 

HIJA, ORHY, BDGR2, 

EULA5 

HIJA, ORHY, SIHY, 

SPCR, B&R2 

ORHY, HIJA, EPVI 

AGCR, POSE, AGSM 

SIHY, ORHY 

-.,. 
WHY, AGCR, HIJA 

BOGR2, ARTR 

ORHY, STCO4, SPCR 

BDGR2, ARTR 

6803, Bluff Bench ORHY, HIJA, SPCR, EPVI 
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6848, Horse Canyon HIJA, ORHY 6841, Piute Knoll AGCR 

6816, tbrsehead Canyon ORHY, HIJA, POSE 6842, Rogers AU, KOCR 

4813, Hurrah Pass HIJA, ORHY 6847, Roundup Corral AGSM 

4815, Indian Creek ORtlY, HIJA, AGCR 

STC04, ARTR 
6724, Sage flat AGSM, SIHY, KOCR 

6716, Sage Grouse AGSM, SIHY, ORHY, POSE 
4822, Indian Rock SPCR, BOGR2, HIJA, ORHY 

6850, Shumway Point HIJA, ORHY 

6818, Johnson Creek POSE, KOCR 

6834, Slickhorn ORHY, HJJA, AGCR 

ATCAL, EPV I 6833, Lake Canyon OlUiY, HIJA, EPVI, UNA 

6839, Laws HIJA, AGCR 4824, South Canyon AGSM, ORHY, STC04 

6819, Little Boulder AGCR, ORHY, SPCR 4823, Spring Creek AGSM, POSE, KOCR 

4801, Lone Cedar ORHY, STCO4, HIJA, BDGR2 

ARTR, ATCA2 

4812, Spring Creek West POSE, AGSM, ORHY 

6828, Squaw Canyon AGCR, ORHY 

6829, Long Canyon STC04, AGSM, ORHY 

4831, State Line POSE, ORRY, SIHY 

6821, Lyman HIJA, ORHY, SPCR 

6830, Stevens HIJA, ORHY, SPCR 

4819, Mail Station HIJA, SPCR, BOGRE, 

AT%!, ARTR 4818, Sum-nit Canyon POSE, AGSM, SIHY, ORHY 

6822, McCracken HIJA, ORHY, SPCR, EPVI 6831, Tank Bench- 

Brushy Basin 

ORHY, HIJA, 

ATW?,EPVI, AGCR 

6823, Monteruna Canyon HIJA, SPCR, AGCR, 

STC04, ARTR 4802, Tank Draw ORHY, HIJA, BOGR2 

ATCA2, ARTR 

4806, Monticello Cowboy ORHY, BOGR2, STCO4 

ATCA2 6844, Texas-Muley ORHY, STCD4, AGCR 

ATCA2, ARTR 

6825, Monument AGCR, AGSM, HIJA 

KCCR, ARTR 4817, Upper East Canyon POSE, AGSh 

6852, Northeast Sumft AGCR, PGSE,AGSM, 
SIHY, ORHY 

4803, Vega Creek POSE,AGSM,ARHY 

6832, Verdure Creek SPCR, HIJA, ATCA2 

6824, &ens Dugout HIJA, SPCR 

6837, Uhfte Canyon ORHY, HIJA, AGCR 
ATCAE, EPV I 

‘C 

6840, Hhite ksa AGCR, ORhY, HIJA, ARTR 

6845, Pearson Point AGCR 

6827, Perkins Brothers ORtiY, HIJA, ARCA2, SPCR 

4807, Peters Canyon HIJA, ORHY, S’CR, SIHY 

4805, Peters Point AGCR, ORHY, STC04, POSE 
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TABLE lb 

PERCENT PROPER UTILIZATION OF KEY FOR&E SPECIES 

OVERVIEU 

Table 18 establishes the percent proper treatments. These proper use levels will 
utilization of key forage species for each be used to maintain and improve forage 
grazing season and for different grazing production in the San Juan ReSOUKe Area. 

Percent Proper Use of Key Species for Each Season and for Different 6razfng Treatments 

i 
Graze Each Year Graze Alternate Years D Rst MoreC 

! 

Hixed Single Mixed Single than a 
Season Seasonsa 

i 
Seasons Seasons" Seasons -- Single Season 

Sumner (June-August) 50 50 50 55 55 

Fall (September-November) 60 60 60 65 65 

Yinter (December-February) 60 60 60 65 70 

Spring (March44ay) 25 25 5od 50 50 
1 

NOTE: 5 These proper use figures do not apply to crested wheatgrass. Proper use of crested 

wheatgrass will be greater than that for native key species because it can Withstand 

heavier grazing. Proper use for crested wheatgrass, for all seasons, will be 65 percent 

if grazed each year, 75 percent if grazed in alternate years, and 80 pertent if rested 

more than a single season. These figures were derived from Wrzing Intensities and 

Systems on Crested Wheatgrass in Central Utah: Response of Vegetation and Cattle: by 

Neil C. Frfschknecht and Lorin E. Harris. 

'Use of a pasture extends into two or 

mre seasons. 

bRefers to a sfrplc defement system 

(used every other year). 

CRefers to a more complex system (rest 

rotatfon, etc.) 

Qlhen spring use is alternated and other-- 

use is not, allow 37 percent use, 

I 

Source: Partridge and Slack, 1986. 
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7. Recognize 17,300 acres as allotted to 

wildlife upon approval of RMP. 

8. Exclude grazing from 137,440 acres including 

the following within 2 years after approval 

of RM': 

9. 

-Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

-Grand Gulch area of Cedar Mesa ACEC 

-Dark Canyon ACEC, partial 

-Lavender Mesa ACEC 

-five identified mesa tops 

-Pearson Canyon hiking area 

-developed recreation sites 

Designate Bridger Jack Mesa and Lavender 

Mesa ACECs to protect relict or near relict 

vegetation communities for scientific 

Study. See special conditions for these 

areas in Chapter 3. Prepare management 

plans for these areas within 2 years of 

approval of Rf4P with Bridger Jack Mesa the 

first priority. 

10. Maintain existing land treatments (seedings) 

as prioritized in Table 16 over a 15 year 

period. 

11. Modify or revise and implement nine existing 

AMPS as prioritized in Table 14 on an 

ongoing basis. 

12. Develop and implement 20 new AMPS as 

prioritized in Table 15 on an ongoing basis. 

13. Equally divide any change in available 

forage between livestock and wildlife in 

allotments with crucial wildlife habitat so 

long as consistent with management 

objectives for livestock and wildlife 
nunbers. 

Specific actions to be implemented on each 

grazing allotment were shown in table 12. 

SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordiantion and development of site 

specific mitigation for grazing systems and 
project development. Division of operations 

support will be needed in project survey and 
design, construction and maintenance. 

Coordination with U. S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service will be required where threatened and 

endangered species are involved. Coordination 

with Ltfonal Park Service will be required for 

action within Hovenweep ACEC. 

CULTURAL RESOURCE HANAGEKNT 

GENERAL UANAGEHENT GUIDANCE 

Natural history, paleontology, archaeology, and 

history resources are all administered under 

this program. By law, Bull is charged with 

protecting these resources from vandalism and 

the adverse impacts of surface-use activities. 

BLM conducts an ongoing inventory for natural 

history, paleontological, and cultural resources 

within the limits of available funding and 

personnel. Identif fed resources are protected 

as required by law, regulation, and policy; 

activity plans for management of specific sites 

would be prepared if needed. 

BLM would consult with Utah State Historic 

Preservation Office and the Advisory Council on 

Historic Preservation for a formal or informal 

consultation under Section 106 of the National 

Historic Preservation Act before approving or 

implementing any action that may affect a site 

listed, or eligible for listing, on the National 

Register of Historic Places. 

BLl4 would manage cultural resources according to 

three objectives: information potential, public 

values, and conservation. Five broad cultural 

use zones are designated; within each zone, 
management of cultural resources would concen- 

trate on specific use categories (table 19). 

Cultural properties would be protected from 

direct and, where possible, indirect adverse 

impacts from surface-disturbing actions. 

National Register cultural properties and 

archaeologic districts, and those eligible for 

designation, would be protected and managed for 

specific cultural resource uses. Additional 
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TABLE19 

Cultural Resource Use Zones 

Approximate 

Area Acres 

North Abajo 275,000 

Monticello-Blandfng 500,000 

Grand Gulch Plateau SRM 400,000 

Grand Gulch 
Archaeologic District (5,000) 

Remainder of Grand 

Gulch Plateau SRMA (395,000) (22) Conservation 
Public values 

Southwest Abajo 440,000 25 Infowation potential 

West Abajo 

Dark Canyon 

Fable Valley 

Beef Basin 

165,000 

(102,500) 

(2,500) 

(60,000) 

A 
(less than 1) 

(3) 

Information potential 

Conservation 
Information potential 

Public values 

APPROXIMATE TOTAL 1,780,OOO 100 

Approximate 

% of SJRA 

16 

28 

22 

(less than 1) 

Anticipated Uses 

Information potential 

Public values 

Information potential 

Information potential 

Public values 

NOTE: Acreages include only BLM administered public lands. !&tiers in parentheses are 

components of area total. 

-C 
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cultural properties or archaeologic districts 

may be designated to the National Register if 

they qualify. Cultural resource management 

plans (CRMPs) would be developed for management 

of specific cultural properties and districts. 

DECISIONS 

1. Designate cultural resource use zones upon 

approval of RMP as shown in Table 19. 

2. Designate the following ACEC's that are 

primarily of benefit to cultural resources. 

Special conditions for these areas are found 

in Chapter 3. Prepare management plans for 

these areas as prioritized below (one plan 

per fiscal year). 

Acres 

Alkali Ridge ACEC 35,890 

Cedar Mesa ACEC 323,760 

Shay Canyon ACEC 1,770 

Hovenweep ACEC 1,500 

3. Nominate the following properties or 

districts to the National Register of 

Historic Places (one nomination every 

fiscal years). 

Districts 

2 

SJ Prehistoric Roads 500 

Cedar Mesa 349,640 

Fable Valley 5,030 

Tin Cup Mesa 2,610 

PvedY Acres 

Ruin Spring 10 

Kachina Panel 1 

Monarch Cave 1 

Three Story Ruin 1 

4. Develop and implement the following Cultural 

Resource Management Plans (one plan every 3 

fiscal years). 

SU'PORT 

I 

Preservation would be needed for consultation on 

eligible or listed sites on the National 

Register of Historic Places. Support from a 

landscape architect and Division of Dperatfons 

would be needed for interpretive trails and 

facilities. 

WILDERNESS MANAIXMENT 

IGENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Wilderness study areas (WSAs) and instant study 

areas (ISAs) are shown in table 20 and in figure 

2 at the back of this volume. They would be 

managed under wilderness IMP until Congress 

either designates them as wilderness or drops 

them from wilderness review. Mtions allowed 

under IMP would also be subject to restrictions 

developed in the R#. 

Congressional designation of a wilderness area 

would constitute a plan amendment. Designated 

wilderness would be managed under regulations at 

43 CFR 8560. A wilderness management plan would 

be prepared to provide site-specific management 

guidance for designated wilderness areas. 

Areas not designated as wilderness will remain 

under study until released from wilderness 

review by Congress. When released, these areas 

would be managed under guidance for management 

of other resource programs given in the RkP. 

DECISION 

None developed, 

SUPPORT 

None. 

RECREATION RESOURCE NANA6EMENT 

SENENALUANAgEMENT6UIDANCE 
-- 

Specific areas are managed as SRMAs in recog- 

nition of intensive recreation use or special 
recreation values. The remainder of SJRA is 

Support from Utah State Historic Preservation 

Office and the Adviosry Council on Historic 
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TABLE 20 

Wilderness Review Areas 

Unit Number and Name Acreage 

Dark Canyon ISA" 62,040 

Grand Gulch ISAb c37,810 

UT-060-164 

Indian Creek WSA 6,870 

UT-060-167 

Bridger Jack Mesa WSA 5,290 

UT-060-169 

Butler Wash WSA 22,030 Needles proposed wilderness, Canyonlands NP 61,182 

UT-060-169A 

South Needles USA 160 Needles proposed wilderness, Canyonlands NP 61,182 

UT-060-171 

Middle Point WSAa 

UT-060-181 

Mancos Mesa WSA 

5,990 

51,440 

UT-060-188 

Pine Canyon WSAb 10,890 

UT-060-191 

Cheesebox Canyon USA 15,410 

UT-060-196 

Bullet Canyon WSAb 8,520 

UT-060-197/l98 

Slickhorn Canyon WSAb 

UT-060-201 

Road Canyon WSA 

-45,390 San Juan proposed wilderness, Glen Canyon NRA 

.-A. 
52,420 

UT-060-204 

Fish CreeK WSA 46,440 

(Continued) 

Contiguous Units Acreage 

Dark Canyon Wilderness, Manti-La Sal NF 45,000 

Dark Canyon proposed wilderness, Glen Canyon NRA 18,100 
Needles proposed wilderness, Canyonlands NP 61,182 

San Juan proposed wilderness, Glen Canyon NRA 13,010 

Maze proposed wilderness, Canyonlands NP 105,980 

Moki-Mancos proposed wilderness, Glen Canyon NRA 41,700 

13,010 
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Table 20 (Concluded) 

Unit Number and Name 

UT-060-2058 

Mule Canyon USA 

UT-060-224 

Sheiks Flat WSAb 

UT-060-227 

Squaw Canyon WSA 

UT-060-229 

Cross Canyon 

Acreage Contiguous Units Acreage 

5,990 

3,140 

6,580 CO-030-265A, Squaw Canyon WSA, 

Montrose District, Colorado BLMd 4,611 

l,ooo CO-030-265, Cross Canyon WSA, 

Montrose District Colorado Bled 11,734 

NOTE: Surveyed land is measured to the hundredth of an acre; unsurveyed is estimated to the 

nearest acre. 

aThe Dark Canyon ISA combines with the Middle Point WSA to form the Dark Canyon Complex, with a 

total of 68,030 acres. 

bThe Grand Gulch ISA combines with the Pine Canyon, Bullet Canyon, Slickhorn Canyon, and Sheiks 

Flat WSAs to form the Grand Gulch Complex, with a total of 105,520 acres. 

(%ie statewide wilderness EIS uses 37,580 acres for the Grand Gulch ISA. Acreage calculations 

for the San Juan RMP from the master title plats revealed the actual total to be 37,807, which is 

rounded to 37,810. The difference between the two figures amounts to 0.6 percent. 

dRefer to BLM, 1984a and BLM, 1984b for suitability recommendations for Colorado BLM's Squaw 

Canyon and Cross Canyon WSAs. 

Source: BLM Waster Title Plats, December 1984. 
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managed as San Juan Extensive Recreation Manage- 

ment Area (RMA). An SRMA serves as the basis 

for preparation of an activity plan; activity 

plans are not projected for the extensive 

RMA. Additional SfWs may be identified 

wffhout a plan amendment in response to future 

use demands. 

Dispersed recreation use would be allowed 

throughout SJRA, with permits required for 

comnercfal use. Permits are also required for 

private use in San Juan River SRMA. If demand 

increases, BLM may require permits for use in 
other areas where needed to protect resource 

values; this would not require a plan amend- 

ment. SJRA would continue to manage recreation 

use of the San Juan River in conjunction with 

NPS under the memorandum of understanding that 

existed prior to the RMP. 

ORY use designations developed in the RR would 

be made following completion of an ORY imple- 

mentation plan and would become effective fol- 

lowing publication in the Federal Register. The 

ORY designations do not distinguish between 

recreational and nonrecreational use; DRY use in 

an area designated closed or limited may be 

allowed under an authorized permit. ORY desig- 

nations do not apply to federal, state, or 

county roads or to private or state inholdings 

and can be changed only through a plan amenbent. 

ROS classes have been identified based on fnven- 

tory work in SJRA. Classes are based on five 

setting factors, which are reviewed periodic- 

ally; a change in condition of the setting 

factors fn any area could bring about a change 

in ROS class. W special conditions developed 

to preserve and protect ROS P- and SPNM-class 

areas reflect the attributes present when the 

RMP was prepared; these special conditions may 

be changed only through a plan amendment. 

Portions of the San Juan and Colorado Rivers and 

the White Canyon drainage are listed as poten- 

tial wild and scenic study segments under the 

Mild and Scenic Rivers 8ct, as amended. BLM has 

examined these study segments (appendix DD in 

the September 1987 proposed RMP) to determine 

their eligibility for inclusion in the wild and 

scenic river system and to determine their 

potential classification as wild, scenic, rec- 

reational, or a combination thereof. 

Interim management of these three river segments 

under RHP special conditions will serve to 

protect the identified values until Congress 

acts to accept or reject the segment. (See 

Chapter 3 - Special Management Conditions for 

more detail), Any proposal for use of a study 

segment would require site-specific NEPA 

documentation, which would take these values 

into account and provide mitigation for any 

potentially adverse impacts. 

The three river segments identified above were 

the only rivers considered in the RMP process 

for eligibility as wild and scenic rivers. This 

conformed with BLM policy at that time to 
consider only those rivers identified in the 

1982 Nationwide Rivers Inventory. Additional 

planning will be needed to evaluate other rivers 

for eligibility under the Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Act. Suitability for designation as a wild and 

scenic river will be determined in a future plan 

amendment for the three original river segments 

as well as any additional rivers determined to 

be eligible. 

DECISIONS 

1. Designate Dark Canyon (62,040 acres) as an 

ACEC and manage in accordance wfth special 

conditions in Chapter 3. Prepare a 

management plan for this area withfn two 

years of approval of the RMP. 

2. Identify three SRUAs upon approval of the 

RW and manage to preserve ROS P-class and 

protect ROS SPNM-class areas as listed 

below. Special conditions for management of 

these ROS classes are found in Chapter3. 

Prepare management plans for these areas as 

prioritized below (one plan per fiscal year). 

.L 
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Special Recreation Management Area Acres 

Grand Gulch Plateau 385,000 

San Juan River 15,100 

Canyon Basinsa 214,390 

Total 614,490 

aThe Canyon Basins SRMA would include the 

existing Dark Canyon SRMA and the proposed 

Indian Creek, Hart Point, Lockhart Basin and 

Beef Basin SRMAs. 

3. Develop or improve development of recreation 

sites as prioritized below. 

Acres 

Kane Gulch ranger station 40 

Sand Is1 and campground 40 

Mexican Hat launch site 20 

Indian Creek Falls campsite 10 

Comb Wash campsite 10 

Indian Creek campsite 20 

Arch Canyon campsite 10 

Butler Wash ruin 60 

Mule Canyon ruin 10 

Three Kiva pueblo 10 

Pearson Canyon hiking trail and campsite 20 

Total 250 

4. Designate all of SJRA as either open, 

limited or closed to ORV use as shown below. 

Complete an ORY implementation plan within two 

years of approval of the RMP and implement 

' within three years of RMP approval. 

ORY Use Designations Acres 

Open to ORY usea 611,310 

Limited use with seasonal restrictions 540,260 

to protect: 
bighorn sheep lambing and 

rutting areas 329,750 

antelope fawning area 12,960 

deer winter range 197,550 

Limited to Existing Roads and Trails 

To protect cultural, scenic, and 

recreational values: 

Al,kali Ridge ACEC 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

most SPNM-class areas 

Limited to Designated Roads and Trails 

To protect cultural, scenic, and 

recreational values: 

Cedar Mesa ACEC (partial) 

Hovenweep ACEC 

Pearson Canyon hiking area 
Shay Canyon ACEC 

SPNM-class areas in SRMAs 

road corridors adjacent 

to SPNM-class areas 
- developed recreation sites 

floodplains, riparian/aquatic 

areas 

Closed to ORY Use 

To protect vegetation study areas: 

Bridger Jack Mesa 

Lavender Mesa 

To protect cultural, scenic, and 

recreational values: 

Butler Wash ACEC 

Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

Dark Canyon ACEC 

Indian Creek ACEC 

most P-class areas 

570,390 

35,890 

78,390 

456,110 

218,780 

208,970 

1,500 

1,280 

1,770 

49,590 

12,300 

250 

6,000 

276,430 

5,290 

640 

13,870 

114,790 

62,040 

13,100 

196,040 

San Juan River SRMA SPM-class area 9,830 

RN-class area on Mancos Mesa 

NOTE: Acres may not be additive because 

overlap 

9,430 

of 

a Squaw Canyon and Cross Canyon WSAs are 

within this acreage but would not be 

designated as open unless and until Congress 

releases them from WSA status. 

5. Conduct suitability studies for wild and 

scenic river designations for eligible rivers as 

prioritized below. Studies will be completed 

within five years of approva,l of the RMP. 

San Juan River 

White Canyon 

Colorado River 
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6. Analyze all other rivers in the resource 

area as to eligibility and classification for 

wild and scenic river designation within 5 years 

of approval of the RMP. 

NOTE: Acres are not additive because of 

overlap, which is accounted for in 

total. 

SUPPORT SUPPORT 

Support would be needed from the Division of 

Operations and a landscape architect for 

recreation site design, construction, contract 

supervision and maintenance. 

None. 

SOIL, WATER AND AIR MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 
VISUAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANAGEMENT GUIDANCE 

Yisual resource management (YRM) class areas 

have been identified based on inventory work in 

SJRA. Classes are based on visual resource 

conditions such as scenic quality, distance 

zones, and sensitivity levels. These are re- 
viewed periodically; a change in conditions 

could result in a change in YRM class. The RMP 
special conditions developed to protect visual 

resources through application of a specific YRM 

class may be changed only through a plan 

amendment. 

BLM would manage actions on the public lands to 

protect the soil resource. Additionally, BLM 

would manage the soil resource to maintain or 

increase soil productivity as needed. Public 

lands would be managed in accordance with laws, 

executive orders, and regulations on floodplain 

and wetland areas to reduce resource loss from 

floods and erosion,, BLM would determine the 

existence of prime and unique farmlands prior to 

approval of any actions. 

VRM classes give management objectives to be 

applied to actions taking place on public 

lands. Land use proposals are reviewed indf- 

vidually to determine whether visual impacts can 

be adequately mitigated to meet the objective of 

the existing VRM class. 

BLM would maintain the soil data base by up- 

dating range site descriptions from information 

collected through range monitoring and other 

specific studies. Information is shared with 

Soil Conservation Service (SCS). 

Matershed control structures in place prior to 

the RMP would be maintained. Additional struc- 

tures may be installed if needed, subject to 
conditions developed in the RMP. 

DECISION 

1. Designate four ACECs as shown below and 

manage in accordance with special conditions in 

Chapter 3. Prepare management plans for these 

areas as prioritized below (one plan per fiscal 

year). 

AClY?S 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 78,390 

Cedar Mesa ACEC 323,760 

Indian Creek ACEC 13,100 

Butler Wash ACEC 13,870 

Total 407,740 

BLM would maintain the water quality data base. 

Water quality data have been entered in the USGS 

STORET computer program and would be 

mafntained. BLM would maintain water rights 

files and data entry on the statewide computer 

system. USGS stream gauging stations would be 

accommodated. BLM would take appropriate ac- 

tions to maintain water quality in streams 

within SJRA to meet state and federal water 

quality standards, including designated bene- 

ficial uses and antidegradatfon requirements. 

BLM would manage actions on public lands to meet 

air quality standards prescribed by federal, 

state, and local laws. BLM would protect exist- 

ing air quality when feasible. 
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DECISION 

1. Locate watershed control structures as 
needed subject to the following conditions: 

Acres 

Standard conditions 581,880 

Special conditions 940,300 

Surface restrictions 

- Alkali Ridge ACEC 

- Butler Wash ACEC 

to protect: 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial 

- Hovenweep ACEC, partial 

- Indian Creek ACEC 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

- Shay Canyon ACEC 
- floodplains, rfparfan/aquatfc areas 

- most ROS SPNM-class area 

- existing land leases 

Seasonal restrictions to protect: 

- bighorn sheep lambing and rutting areas 

- antelope fawning area 

- deer winter range 

Exclude from construction 254,620 

To protect 

- Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC, partial (Grand Gulch 

special emphasis area) 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 

- Havenweep ACEC, partial 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 

- most ROS P-class areas 

2. Manage Dark Canyon ACEC and the Grand Gulch 

Special Emphasis area of the Cedar Mesa ACEC to 

protect pristine afr quality and other related 

air quality values (Class II standards). 

3. Develop and implement a water quality 

monitoring plan within two years of approval of 

the RW. 

SU'PORT 

Support will be needed from the district 

hydrologist and Division of Operations for 

project site selection, design, construction, 
contract supervision and maintenance. 

Intirdfscfplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. 

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT 

6ENERAL UAWGENEHT GUIDANCE 

BLM would manage actions on public lands to 

(1) protect the health and safety of the public, 

federal land users, and BLM employees; 

(2) comply with applicable federal and state 

laws, rules, orders, etc., within the con- 

text of BLM's statutory mission as a federal 

natural resource manager; and 

(3) clean up past problems, control current 

problems, and avoid or minimize future 

problems of hazardous materials on public 

lands in a cost-effective manner. 

At this time (1990), BLM policy regarding 

hazardous materials management is still being 

formulated. 

BLM would identify active and abandoned hazard- 

ous material sites, if present, on a case-by- 

case basis and assess the need for further study 

of potential hazardous materials. 

DECISION 

1. Identify active and abandoned hazardous 

material sites on a case by case basis. 

SUPPORT 

. 
Coordinate with state and federal agencies 

having jurisdiction over sites. 
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HABITAT MANKEMENT 

6ENERAl - GUIDANCE 

Wildlife habitats would be managed to provide 

forage, cover, water, and space to support major 

wildlife species. Habitat management plans 

(HMPs) would be prepared and implemented to 

provide for site-specific wildlife habitat 

management. BLM would maintain wildlife water 

developments constructed prior to the RMP, 

including 18 water sources developed for bighorn 

sheep and 3 for antelope. 

Management actions in floodplains and wetlands 

would preserve, protect, and, if necessary, 

restore natural functions in accordance with 

laws, executive orders, and regulations. BIN 

would act to avofd degradation of streambanks or 

aquatic habitats and loss of rfparfan vegetation. 

Ecological site information from range monftor- 

fng would be used to establish riparfan habitat 

potential and monitor conditions. Activities in 

riparfan zones, including mitigation of surface 

disturbance, would be designed to maintain and 

improve or restore rfparian and aquatic habitat 

conditions. 

Bridges and culverts would allow adequate fish 
passage where applicable. Big game species 

habitat would be managed in cooperation with 

Utah Division of Wildlife Resources (UDWR). 

Interagency big game studies would monitor 

habitat conditions. 

The RMP special conditions developed to protect 

crucial habitat for big game species, the upper 

Indian Creek special emphasis area within Shay 

Canyon ACEC, and the Cajon Pond special emphasis 

area within Hovenweep ACEC reflect the attri- 

butes present when the RJQ was prepared, and may 

be changed only through a plan amendment. 

DECISIDU 

1. Modify and implement three Habitat 
Management Plans as needed according to the 

following priority: 

2. Require offsite mitigation when unreclaimed 
disturbance caused by a user totals more than 10 

acres in two years in crucial habitat. The 

offsite mitigation must be within the known 

habitat area, but not necessarily within the 

crucial habitat area. Offsfte mitiation could 

include such measures as seedings or planting 

vegetation species favorable to the big game 

animals displaced, or constructing water 

projects that would allow the animals to use 

other parts of the habitat area. Offsite 
mitigation projects must be approved in advance 

by the authorized officer. 

3. Implement special conditions for flood 

plains and rfparian/aquatic areas, seasonal 

wildlife protection areas and fndentfffed mesa 

tops. (See Chapter 3). 

4. Develop and implement management plans for 

the upper Indian Creek special emphasis area of 

the Shay Canyon ACEC and the Cajone Pond special 

emphasis area of the Hovenweep ACEC within two 

years of approval of the RMP. Manage in 

accordance with the special conditions for these 

areas in Chapter 3. 

SUPPORT 

Interdisciplinary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. Division of Operations 

support will be needed for project survey, 

design, construction, contract supervision and 

maintenance. Coordination with Utah Division of 

Wildlife Resources will be required in project 

planning and t?4P development. 

ENDAJGENED SPECIES IWMHENT 

6ENERAl. I(MuGMwT 6DIDmE 

No management action would be permitted on 

public lands that would jeopardize' the continued 

existence of plant or animal species that are 

listed, are officially proposed for listing, or 
are candidates for listing as threatened or 

endangerd. BLM would cooperate with U.S. Fish 

White Canyon-Red Canyon CMP 655,000 

Beef Basin HMP 175,400 

Hatch Pofntw 150,400 
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and Wildlife Service (USFUS) in writing recovery 

plans for threatened or endangered species 

located within SARA. BLM would also consult 

USFWS for a formal or informal consulta- tfon 

under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act 

before approving or implementing any action that 
may affect a protected species. Sensitive 

species listed by the State would be managed in 

similar fashion, except that no Section 7 con- 

sultation is required. 'WA would continue to 

cooperate in surveys to determine the extent or 

existence of threatened, endangered, or sensi- 

tive species. 

DECISIDN 

1. Conduct inventories for threatened, 

endangered or sensitive species known to occur 

in the area. 

SUPPORT 

Support will be needed from USFUS for 
consultation on threatened or endangered species 

and from UDGIR on surveying and monitoring 

threatened, endangered, candidate and sensitive 

species. 

FINE MANAGEMENT 

GENERAL MANAGENENT GUIDANCE 

Ff res would be suppressed in accordance with the 

fire management plan prepared to implement RW 

decisions. The fire management plan would 

detail prescriptions for or limitations on fire 

suppression, including areas where fires would 

be completely suppressed or allowed to burn, 

equipment and techniques allowed in specified 

areas, and values at risk to be protected. 

DECISION 

1. Develop and implement a fire management plan 

incorporating different types of suppression as 

1 isted below within one year of RI@ approval. 

Suppression 

To protect 

- high resource values 

- developed recreation sites 

- rfparian/aquatic habitat in 

SPNM- and SPM-class areas 

Conditional Suppression 

To maintain 

Acres 

1,450,940 

- Brfdger Jack Mesa ACEC 5,290 

- Butler Wash ACEC 13,870 

- Cedar Mesa ACEC 323,760 

- Dark Canyon ACEC 62,040 

- Hovenweep ACEC 2,000 

- Indian Creek ACEC 13,100 

- Lavender Mesa ACEC 640 

- Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 81,890 

- ROS P-class areas 196,040 

- Resource values (rest of SJRA) 749,350 

Fire Use (Prescribed Fire) 

To maintain 

- prior seedings, where feasible 53,300 

- new seedings, where feasible 6,300 

Acres 

266,060 

264,600 

250 

1,210 

Acres 

59,600 

NOTE: Acreages may not be additive because of 

overlap. 

SUPPORT 

Support will be needed from the District Fire 

Management Officer in developing the fire 

management plan and in developing and 

implementing prescribed burns. 

Inderdfscfplfnary staff support will be needed 

for coordination and development of site 

specific mitigation. 
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CHAPTER 3 

SPECIAL MANAGEMENT CONDITIONS 

OVERVIEW 

This chapter describes the special management 

conditions that would apply to certain areas or 

resources within San Juan Resource Area (SJRA). 

These special conditions are part of the 

resource management program decisions and must 

be viewed together with the decisions given in 
chapter 2. 

RMP special conditions are intended to mitigate 

broad-scale adverse impacts to specific resource 

values found to be at risk. They would be 
applied to any actions taken in the areas 

specified; however, these are not the only 

conditions that might apply to a project. 

Four levels of mitigation could apply to any 

action taken in SJRA: 

(1) mitigation required by law, executive order, 

or regulations; 

(25 the RMP special conditions presented here; 

(3) project stipulations either submitted as 

part of a proposed action or developed through 

site-specific National Environmental Policy Act 

(NEPA) documentation; and 

(4) standard operating conditions. 

RMP special conditions would not apply if they 

would limit valid legal rights to use public 

lands (for example, under certain aspects of the 

mining laws). RMP decisions also do not apply 

where they would limit valid existing rights 

(rights that were in effect when the RMP was 
adopted, such as prior mineral leases). 

Mitigating measures mandated by law, executive 

order, or regulation are not listed here, but 

would apply to any project. 

In most situations, project stipulations or 

special conditions would not be applied unless 

needed to mitigate unnecessary or undue 

degradation of public lands or resources. 
Projects that would result in unnecessary and 

undue degradation would be denied unless the 

operator could mitigate or lessen the degree of 

change to an acceptable level. 

Except as noted above, the RMP special 

conditions would be applied to any projects 

proposed for the specific area identified, to 

protect the resource values at risk. In the 

absence of a legal right and if a project could 

not meet the special conditions, either it would 

have to be modified or denied or the RMP would 

have to be amended. However, the Area Manager 

may approve exceptions to application of the 

special conditions on a case-by-case basis if 

sufficient justification exists to show that 

this level of mitigation is not needed (such as 

granting an exception to a seasonal use 

requirement if a protected wildlife species is 

not using crucial habitat in a specific year). 

Site-specific NEPA documentation, prepared at 

the time a project is evaluated for approval, 

would be used to analyze the project's 

environmental effects and to determine 

site-specific mitigation requirements. If 

adverse impacts from a proposed action could not 

be mitigated, the project would be denied or 

modified to bring the degree of change to an 

acceptable level. 

Standard operating procedures generally would 

apply to any project, but the Area Manager could 
modify or grant an exceafon to them on a 
case-by-case basis. These are not listed here. 

They include such things as standard road 

specifications, fencing specifications, trash 

control methods, landscaping specifications, and 

requirements for cultural resource clearances. 
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The RMP special conditions are part of the 

decisions, terms, and conditions for use of 

public lands and resources within SJRA. They 
cannot be changed without a plan amendment. 

The special conditions are listed using the 

names given in chapter 2. RMP special 

conditions for areas of critical environmental 

concern (ACECs) are listed first, in 

alphabetical order, and followed by the special 

conditions for other areas and resource values. 

SPECIAL CONDITONS FOR ACECS 

Officer and the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation. The cultural resource management 

plan (CRMP) developed for the ACEC would guide 

site protection, data recovery, and all other 

necessary cultural resource management 

activities. 

Surface disturbance would be limited to that for 

which revegetatfon could be successfully 
established within 5 years after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 

successfully established when seedlings are 

established and tending toward the density that 

existed before the surface was disturbed. 

ALKALI RIDGE 

Alkali Ridge ACEC would be: 

Alkali Ridge ACEC (35,890 acres), which covers 

the area between Alkali Canyon and Montezuma 

Canyon, contains Alkali Ridge National Historic 

Landmark (NHL) (2,340 acres). It would be 

managed under program 4331, Cultural Resource 

Management, for information potential and public 

values. The following special conditions are 

intended to protect cultural resources and would 

apply to actions within Alkali Ridge ACEC. 

Where riparian areas overlap Alkali Ridge ACEC, 

the special conditions for floodplains and 
riparian/aquatic areas would take precedence. 

Measures that limit surface disturbance serve 

cultural resource objectives by reducing direct 

and indirect impacts. 

Within the Alkali Ridge NHL, the requirements of 

appropriate regulations would be met, and all 

cultural resources would be avoided by 100 

feet. In the remainder of the ACEC, all 

cultural properties eligible for the National 

Register of Historic Places would be surrounded 

by an avoidance area sufficient to allow 

permanent protection. If cultural resources or 

their avoidance areas cannot be avoided, 

appropriate mitigation would be applied; such 

measures range from limited testing to extensive 

excavation. 

In any given situation, mitigation would be 

designed to fit the specific circumstances and 

reviewed by the State Historic Preservation 

- open for mineral leasing (Category 11 and 

geophysical work; 

- avdilable for disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and commercial use of 

woodland products; 

- available for livestock use; 

- available for land treatments or other range 

improvements; 

- designated as limited for ORY use, with use 

limited to existing roads and trails; 

- managed as visual resource management (YRM) 

class III; 

- available for wildlife habitat improvements; 

and 

- subject to conditional fL'e suppression. 
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BRIDGER JACK MESA 

Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC (5,290 acres), which 

covers the top of Bridger Jack Mesa, falls 

within the Canyon Basins Special Recreation 

Management Area (SRMA). The ACEC would be 

managed under program 4320, Grazing Management, 

to provide a baseline for range1 and studies 
through research and experiments and to allow 

for semiprimitive 'recreation. It would be used 

for comparative studies of ecological sites to 

study the recovery of near-relict plant 
comnunitites from the effects of grazing. The 
following special conditions are intended to 

protect vegetation resources and would apply to 

actions within Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC. The ACEC 

would be in the semiprimitive nonmotorized 

(SPNM) recreation opportunity spectrum (ROS) 

class. The following special conditions, which 

take precedence, are in addition to the ROS 

special conditions. 

Surface disturbance would be limited to that for 
which revegetation could be successfully 
established within 5 years after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 

successfully established when seedlings are 

established and tending toward the density that 
existed before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation must be with native species 

naturally occurring on the mesa top. 

- excluded from private or commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- excluded from livestock grazing, including 

grazing by saddle stock and pack animals 

allowed for access; 

- excluded from land treatments or other 

improvements, except for test plots and 

facilities necessary for study of the 

near-relict plant communities; 

- designated as closed to ORY use; 

- managed to limit recreation use if 

vegetation resources are being damaged; 

- excluded from watershed control structures; 

- excluded from wildlife habitat improvements; 

- subject to conditional fire suppression; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by 

mechanized or motorized equipment, except 

helicopter access for scientific study and 
heliportable equipment; insofar as legally 

possible. 

Bridger Jack Mesa ACEC would be: 

BUTLER WASH 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy of the mesa top 

(Category 31; 

- available for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations, subject to stipul atfons 

precluding surface use of the mesa top 

insofar as possible; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

Butler Wash ACEC (13,870 acres), which covers an 

area adjacent to the Needles District, 

Canyonlands National Park (NP), falls within 

Canyon Basins SRMA. The ACEC would be managed 

under program 4333, Recreation/Visual Resource 

Management, to protect scenic values. The 

following special conditions are intended to 

protect visual resources and would apply to 

actions within Butler Wash ACEC. Almost all of 

the ACEC is in the primitive (P) or SPM4 ROS 

class. The ACEC would be managed under the 

special conditions developed for ROS P-class ' 

areas. The following specfa7 conditions, which 

take precedence, are in addition to other 

special conditions. 
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To maintain scenic quality, surface disturbance 
would be limited to that for which revegetation 

could be successfully established within 1 year 

after project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation must be with native species 

naturally occurring in the vicinity. 

Butler Wash ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

however, the area manager would grant an 

exception to the no surface occupancy 
stipulation in the event it is determined, 

through an environmental assessment or 

environmental impact statement (EIS), if 

necessary, with the adoption and use of 

appropriate mitigation measures, that the 

project would meete visual quality standards 

for the area. 

- available for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 
collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- available for livestock use; 

- designated as closed to ORY use; 

- managed to limit recreation 'use if scenic 

values are being damaged; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 

meet these visual quality standards allowed; 

and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods used only 
if necessary to protect life or property. 

I 

CEDAR MESA 

Cedar Mesa ACEC (323,760 acres), which covers 

the area between Grand Gulch and Comb Wash, 

contafns Grand Gulch Archaeologic District and 

Grand Gulch Primitive Area and falls within 

Grand Gulch Plateau SRMA. It includes two 

special emphasis areas: Grand Gulch (49,130 

acres) and Valley of the Gods (36,800 acres). 

The Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC (designated 

under program ‘4333) overlaps 21,380 acres; in 

this area, the special conditions developed for 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC take precedence. 

Where riparian areas overlap Cedar Mesa ACEC, 

the special conditions for floodplains and 

riparian/aquatic areas take precedence. 

The ACEC contains both ROS classes P and SPNM. 

The following special conditions, which take 

precedence, are in addition to the ROS special 

conditions. 

The ACEC would be designated jointly under 

programs 4331, Cultural Resource Management and 

4333, Recreation/Visual Resource Management. It 

would be managed to protect cultural resources, 

scenic values, and natural values associated 

with primitive recreation. Cultural resources 

would be managed for information potential, 

public values, and conservation. 

Activities within the ACEC would be approved 

only with special conditions to protect cultural 

and visual resources and primitive recreation 

opportunities. Areas identified as ROS class P 

would be managed to maintain that class. 

Measures that limit surface disturbance serve 

cultural resource objectives by reducing direct 

and indirect impacts. Cultural properties 

eligfble for the National Register of Historic 

Places would be surrounded by an avoidance area 

sufficient to allow' permanent protection. If 

cultural resources or their avoidance areas 

cannot be avoided, approprWe mitigation would 

be applied; such measures range from limited 

testing to extensive excavation. In any given 
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case, mitigation would be designed to fit the 

specific circumstances and reviewed by the State 

Historic Preservation Officer and the Advisory 

Council on Historic Preservation. The CRMP 
developed for the ACEC would guide site 

protection, data recovery, and all other 
necessary cultural resource management 
activities. 

Revegetatfon efforts for surface disturbance 
must be successfully established within 5 years 

after project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. 

The Grand Gulch special emphasis area and ROS 

P-ciass areas within the ACEC would be managed 

to provide primitive recreation opportunities. 

The Valley of the Gods special emphasis area 

would be managed to maintain scenic quality. 

The Grand Gulch special emphasis area and ROS 

P-class areas would be protected from surface 

disturbance to the maximum extent possible. In 

the Valley of the Gods, surface disturbance 

would be managed to be compatible with VRM Class 

I criteria. Surface disturbance in these 

special emphasis areas would be limited to that 

for which revegetation could be successfully 

established within 1 year after project 
completion. Revegetation would be deemed 
successful when seedlings are established and 

tending toward the density that existed before 

the surface was disturbed. Revegetation in 

these specfa? areas must be with native species 
naturally occurring in the vicinity. 

Cedar Mesa ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing (Category 1) and 

geophysical work; 

- available for disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and commercial use of 

woodland products in designated areas, 

except that onsite collection of dead 

fuelwood for campfires would be allowed 

throughout the area; 

- available for livestock use; 

- available for land treatments or other range 

improvements; 

- available for wildlife habitat improvements; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression. 

The Grand Gulch special emphasis ,area and the 

ROS P-class areas within the ACEC would be: 

- closed to mineral leasing in Grand Gulch 

special emphasis area (Category 4); and open 

to leasing with no surface occupancy 

(Category 3) in ROS P- Class areas; 

- available for geophysical work except Grand 

Gulch Special emphasis area; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- retained in public ownership and classified 

as segregated from entry (a Secretarial 

withdrawal would be requested); 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- available for livestock use, except Grand . 

Gulch itself, below Kane Gulch fence to the 

confluence with the San Juan River, 11,200 

acres; 

- designated as closed to ORV use; 

- managed to limit recreatiqn use if cultural 

resources or scenic values are be?ng damaged; 

- managed as MU4 class I; 
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- subject to conditional fire suppression, 
with motorized suppression methods used only 

if necessary to protect life or property; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by, 
mechanized or motorized equipment. 

The Valley of the Gods special emphasis area 

within the ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

however, the area manager would grant an 
exception to the no surface occupancy 

stipulation in the event it is determined, 

through an environmental assessment or 
enviornmental impact statement (EIS), if 
necessary, with the adoption and use of 
appropriate mitigation measures, that the 
project would meet visual quality standards 

for the area; 

- available for geophysical work; 

- available for disposal of mineral materials 

with an approved plan of operations; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and commercial use of 

woodland products in designated areas, 

except that limited onsite collection of 
dead fuelwood for campfires would be allowed 

throughout the area; 

- available for livestock use; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 
meet these visual quality standards allowed; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; and 

subject to conditional fire suppression. 

I 

DARK CANYON 

Dark Canyon ACEC (62,040 acres), which covers 

Dark Canyon Primitive Area, falls within Canyon 

Basins SRMA. The ACEC would be designated under 

program 4333, Recreation/Visual Resource 
Management and managed to protect scenic values 

and the natural values associated with primitive 

recreation. The ACEC would be in ROS class P or 
SPNM and would be managed under the special 

conditions developed for ROS P-class areas.Dark 

Canyon ACEC would also be subject to seasonal 
use conditions to protect crucial bighorn sheep 

habitat. The following special conditions, 

which take precedence, are in addition to other 

special conditions. 

Activities within the ACEC would be approved 

only with special conditions to protect 

primitive recreation opportunities and scenic 

values. Areas within ROS class P would be 

managed to maintain that class. Surface 
disturbance would be limited to that for which 

revegetation could be successfully established 

within 1 year after project completion. 
Revegetation would be deemed successful when 

seedlings are established and tending toward the 

density that existed before the surface was 

disturbed. All revegetation must be with native 

species naturally occurring in the vicinity. 

Dark Canyon ACEC would be: 

- closed to mineral leasing (Category 4); 

- closed for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- retained in public ownership and classified 

as segregated from entry (a Secretarial 

withdrawal would be requested); 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood Qr campfires; 

- excluded from livestock use except Fable 

Valley where livestock trailing and 

emergency grazing (drought or severe winter) 

would be allowed; 
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- designated as closed to ORV use; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 

meet these visual quality standards allowed; 

- managed to limit recreation use if cultural 

resources or scenic values are being 
damaged; and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods used only 

if necessary to protect life or property. 

HOVENWEEP 

Hovenweep ACEC (1,500 acres1 covers an area 

around Hovenweep NM. The ACEC would be 

designated jointly under program 4331, Cultural 

Resource Management and 4351, Habitat Management 

and would be managed to protect cultural 

resources and wildlife values. Cultural 
resources would be managed for information 

potential and public values. The ACEC includes 

two special emphasis areas: Cajon Pond (10 

acres) and a visual emphasis zone (880 acres). 

Where riparian areas overlap Hovenweep ACEC, the 

special conditions for floodplains and 

riparian/aquatic areas take precedence. 

Measures that limit surface disturbance serve 

cultural resource objectives by reducing direct 

and indirect impacts. Within Hovenweep ACEC, 

cultural properties eligible for the National 

Register of Historic Places would be avoided by 

100 feet. If cultural resources or their 

avoidance areas cannot be avoided, appropriate 

mitigation would be applied; such measures range 

from limited testing to extensive excavation. 

In any given situation, mitigation would be 

designed to fit the specific circumstances and 

reviewed by the State Historic Preservation 

Officer and the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation. The CRMP developed for the ACEC 

would guide site protection, data recovery, and 

all other necessary cultural resource management 

activities. 

Revegetation efforts for surface disturbance 

must be successfully established within 5 years 

after project completion. Revegetatfon would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. 

The visual protection zone special emphasis area 

(880 acres) corresponds to the area leased for 

oil and gas with no-surface-occupancy 

stipulations prior to adoption of the RMP. The 

Cajon Pond special emphasis area (10 acres) 

provides important wetland habitat for waterfowl 

and would be managed to enhance wildlife 

habitat. In addition, Hovenweep ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing (Category 1) and 

geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- available for livestock use; 

- available for land treatments or other range 

improvements; 

- available for wildlife habitat improvements; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression. 

In addition to the special conditions above, the 

visual emphasis zone would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

and Z 

- excluded from grazing improvements or land 

treatments. 
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In addition to the special conditions above, the 

Cajon Pond special emphasis area would be: 

- open for mineral leasing and other surface 

uses with stipulations to prevent surface 
occupancy or surface disturbance during the 

shorebird and waterfowl courtship and 

nesting season (March 1 through June 30) 

(Category 2); and 

- excluded from livestock use within the 

fenced portion (about 1 acre). 

INDIAN CREEK 

Indian Creek ACEC (13,100 acres), which covers 

an area adjacent to Canyonlands NP, falls within 
Canyon Basins SRMA. It would be designated 

under program 4333, Recreation/Visual Resource 

Management, and managed to maintain scenic 

quality. The following special conditions are 

intended to enhance visual resources and would 

apply to actions within Indian Creek ACEC. 

Almost all of the ACEC would be in ROS class P 

or SPNM; the entire ACEC would be managed under 

the special conditions developed for ROS P-class 

areas. The following special conditions, which 

take precedence, are in addition to other 

special conditions. 

To maintain scenic quality, surface disturbance 

would be limited to that for which revegetation 

could be successful within 1 year after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 

successful when seedlings are established and 

tending toward the density that existed before 

the surface was disturbed. All revegetation 

must be with native species naturally occurring 

in the vicinity. 

Indian Creek ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

however, the area manager would grant an 

exception to the no surface occupancy 

stipulation in the event it is determined, 

through an environmental assessment or 

environmental impact statement (EIS), if 

necessary, with the adoption and use of 

appropriate mitigation measures, that the 

project would meet visual quality standards for 

the area. 

- available for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified as segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsfte 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- available for livestock use; 

- designated as closed to ORV use; 

- managed to limit recreation use if scenic 

values are being damaged; 

- managed as VRM class I; and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods used only 

if necessary to protect life or property. 

LAVENDER MESA 

Lavender Mesa ACEC (640 acres), which covers the 

top of Lavender Mesa, falls within Canyon Basins 

SRMA. The ACEC would be designated under 

program 4320, Grazing Management, and managed to 

provide a baseline for rangeland studies through 

research and experiments and to allow for SPNM 

recreation. It would be used for comparative 

studies of ecological sites to study relict 

(never-grazed) plant comnunitftes. The 

following special conditions are intended to 

protect vegetation resources,and would apply to 

actions within Lavender Mesa ACEC: The ACEC 

would be in ROS class SPNM. The following 

special conditions, which take precedence, are 

in addition to the ROS special conditions. 
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Surface disturbance would be limited to that for 
which revegetation could be successfully 
established within 5 years after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 
successful when seedlings are established and 

tending toward the density that existed before 

the surface was disturbed, All revegetatfon 

must be with native species naturally occurring 

on the mesa top. 

Lavender Mesa ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy of the mesa top 

(Category 31; 

- available for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 
of operations, subject to stipulations 

precluding surface use of the mesa top 

insofar as possible; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private or commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- excluded from livestock grazing, including 

grazing by saddle stock and pack animals 

allowed for access; 

- excluded from land treatments or other 

improvements, except for test plots and 
facilities necessary for study of relict 
plant communities; 

- subject to conditional fire suppression; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by 

mechanized or motorized equipment, except 

helicopter access for scientific study and 

heliportable equipment, insofar as possible. 

SCENIC HIMAY CORRIDOR 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC (78,390 acres) 

covers a visual zone along Highways U-95, U-261, 

and U-276 (formerly U-2631, and part of the 

White Canyon viewshed. With the exception of 
the White Canyon viewshed, the corridor is 

approximately 1 mile wide. In the White Canyon 
viewshed (U-95 west from U-2761, the south 

boundary of the corridor is the toe of the slope 

of Fry Point and Wingate Mesa. The north 

boundary is generally the toe of the slopes of 

the mesas north of White Canyon unless drawn 

differently on the RMP map. This ACEC contains 
part of Butler Wash Archaeologic District (2,030 

acres total) and crosses Cedar Mesa ACEC and 

Grand Gulch Plateau SRMA. Cedar Mesa ACEC 

overlaps 21,380 acres. Scenic Highway Corridor 

ACEC would be designated under program 4333, 

Recreation/Visual Resource Management and 

managed to maintain scenic quality as viewed 

from the highways in the corridor. The 

following special conditions, which take 

precedence, are in addition to other special 

conditions. 

To maintain scenic quality, surface disturbance 

would be limited to that for which revegetation 
could be successfully established within 5 years 

after project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation nust be with native species 

naturally occurring in the area. 
- excluded from wildlife habitat improvements; 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC would be: 
- excluded from watershed control structures; 

- designated as closed to ORV use; 

- managed to limit recreation use if cultural 

resources or scenic values are being damaged; 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface 0cUlpancy (Category 3); 

however, the area manager would grant an 

exception to the no surface occupancy 
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stipulation in the event it is determined, 

through an environmental assessment or 

environmental impact statement (EISl, if 

necessary, with the adoption and use of 

appropriate mitigation measures, that the 

project would meet visual quality standards for 

the area. 

- available for geophysical work; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- available for disposal of mineral materials 

subject to visual quality considerations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and commercial use of 

woodland products in designated areas except 

that onsite collection of dead fuelwood for 

campfires would be allowed throughout the 

area; 

- available for livestock use; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to existing roads and trails; 

- managed to limit recreation use if scenic 
values are being damaged; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 

meet these visual quality standards allowed 

(those recreation development projects 

proposed in the 4333 section of this plan 
would not have to meet the VRM class 

standards); and 

special conditions are intended to protect 
cultural resources and aquatic habitat and would 

apply to actions within Shay Canyon ACEC. Shay , 

Canyon ACEC contains a special emphasis area 

along Indian Creek (200 acres). Where riparian 
areas overlap part of Shay Canyon ACEC, the 

special conditions for floodplains and 
riparian/aquatic areas take precedence. 

Measures that limit. surface disturbance serve 

cultural resource objectives by reducing direct 

and indirect impacts. Within Shay Canyon ACEC, 

cultural properties eligible for the National 

Register of Historic Places would be surrounded 

by a buffer sufficient to allow permanent 

protection. If cultural resources or their 

buffers cannot be avoided, appropriate 
mitigation would be applied; such measures range 

from limited testing to extensive excavation. 

In any given situation, mitigation would be 

designed to fit the specific circumstances and 

reviewed by the State Historic Preservation 

Officer and the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation. The CRMP developed for the ACEC 

would guide site protection, data recovery, and 

all other necessary cultural resource management 

activities. 

Revegetation efforts for surface disturbance 

must be successfully established within 5 years 

after project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. 

The upper Indian Creek special emphasis area 

(200 acres) would be managed to enhance 

riparian/aquatic habitat. The special emphasis 

area would be a corridor averaging 275 feet wide 

centered on Indian Creek. 

- subject to conditional fire suppression. 
Shay Canyon ACEC would be: 

SHAY CANYON 

Shay Canyon ACEC (1,770 acres), which includes 

two branches of the Indian Creek drainage, would 

be designated under program 4331, Cultural 

Resource Management, and managed for 

conservation and public values. The following 

- open for mineral leasing (Category 1) and 

geophysical work; 
- ., 

- available for disposal of mineral materials; 
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- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 
Floodplains and riparian/aquatic areas would be: 

- retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products except for limited onsite 

collection of dead fuelwood for campfires; 

- available for livestock use; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 

meet these visual quality standards allowed; 

and 

- subject to conditional fire suppression. 

In addition to the special conditions above, the 

upper Indian Creek special emphasis area would 

be: 

- managed to maintian riparian/aquatic habitat 

quality and to increase the extent of 

fishery habitat. 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS FOR AREAS OTHER THAN ACE& 

FLOODPLAINS AND RIPARIAN/ACUATIC AREAS 

All floodplains and riparian/aquatic areas are 

managed in accordance with Executive Orders 

11988 and 11990 and the Endangered Species Act, 

the BLM Riparian Area Management Policy, and the 

Utah guidelines for implementing BLM riparian 

area management policy. The acreage (32,910 

acres) was estimated based on a corridor width 

of 100 feet. These special conditions apply to 

riparian areas wherever they occur, but not to 

nonriparian areas within the estimated 

corridor. Some of these areas are covered by 

other special conditions; the following special 

conditions are in addition to any others that 

may apply. 

open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy within actual 
floodplains or riparian/aquatic areas 
(Category 31; 

available for geophysical work; 

available for disposal of mineral materials 

with an approved plan of operations; 

open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products except for limited onsite 

collection of dead fuelwood for campfires; 

designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; 

subject to fire suppression to protect 

riparian habitat in ROS SPNM-, SPM- and 

RN-class areas and to conditional 
suppression elsewhere; and 

excluded from surface disturbance by 

mechanized or motorized equipment (except as 

allowed above) and from structural 

development (unless there is no practical 

alternative or the development would enhance 

riparian/aquatic values) within actual 

floodplains or riparian/aquatic areas. 

SEASONAL WILDLIFE PROTECTION AREAS 

In addition to any other special conditions that 

may be ineffect, crucial big game habitats are 

subject to special conditions regulating use 

during certain seasons. These seasonal 

conditions wuld not affecT maintenance and 

operation activities for mineral production or 

hunting during a recognized hunting season 

established by the Utah Division of Wildlife 

Resources (UDWR). 
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The Area Manager may grant exceptions on a 

case-by-case basis during any year if it can be 

shown that (1) legal rights would be curtailed; 

(2) the animals are not present in a specific 

project location; or (3) the activity can be 

conducted so as not to adversely affect the 

animals. 

Bighorn Sheep Lambing and Rutting Areas 

Part of the 329,750-acre bighorn crucial habitat 

area falls in ROS classes P and SPNM. The 

following special conditions are in addition to 

the ROS special conditions, which take 

precedence. 

Crucial bighorn sheep habitat would be closed to 

certain surface uses during the lambing season 

(April 1 to July 15) and the rutting (mating) 

season (October 15 to December 31). During 

these periods, no oil and 9s leasing 

activities, geophysical work, or ORV use may 

take place. Mining activities during these 

periods would require an approved plan of 

operations. 

Any future proposal for a change in kind of 

livestock from cattle to sheep in crucial desert 

bighorn sheep habitat would be denied in order 

to prevent competition for forage and the 

transmission of disease from domestic to wild 

sheep. 

Antelope Fawning Area 

The antelope crucial habitat area would not be 

subject to the ROS special conditions. 

Use within the 12,960-acre crucial antelope 

habitat would be closed to certain surface uses 

during the fawning season May 15 to June 15). 

During this period, no oil and gas leasing 

activity, geophysical work or ORV use may take 

place. Mining activities during this period 
would require an approved plan of operations. 

Deer Winter Range 

Use within the 197,550-acre crucial deer winter 

habitat areas would be closed to certain surface 

uses during periods of critical winter use 

(December 15 to April 30). During this period, 

no oil and gas leasing activities, geophysical 

work or ORV use may take place. Mining 

activities during this period would require an 

approved plan of operations. 

Certain sagebrush parks within crucial deer 

winter range areas (9,800 acres) have been 

identified as providing a concentrated food 

source for wintering deer. Large-scale 

sagebrush removal could cause a significant loss 

of winter forage. The areas fall within various 

ROS classes; the following special conditions, 

which take precedence, are in addition to the 

ROS special conditions: 

Land treatments would be considered on a 

case-by-case basis. 

IDENTIFIED l4ESA TOPS, BIGHORN SHEEP 

Five mesa tops (56,740 acres) within the crucial 

bighorn sheep habitat have been identified as 

areas of potential conflict between bighorn and 

activities that cause surface disturbance 

resulting in removal of critical forage species. 

Onsite mitigation would be required for projects 

that disturb or remove forage and browse species 

used by desert bighorn sheep; the purpose of the 
mitigation would be to replace the forage lost. 

In addition to standard reclamation practices, 

revegetation of disturbed areas must be 

successfully initiated within 5 years after 

project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successfully initiated when seedlings are 

established and tending toward the density that 

existed before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation must be with native species 

palatable to desert bighorn sheep. 

Livestock grazing, including land treatments and 

range improvement projects,=ould not be allowed. 

Part of the deer crucial winter range areas fall 

in ROS class SPNM. The following special 

conditions are in addition to the ROS special 

condf,tions, which take precedence. 
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RECREATION OPPORTUNITY SPECTRUM CLASS AREAS 

These special conditions are necessary to ensure 

that specific areas are managed to maintain 
certain qualities found in the various ROS class 

areas. These special conditions are intended to 

maintain P and SPNM-class areas identified in 

SJRA at the time the RMP is adopted, except 

those at Squaw and Cross Canyons near the 

Colorado state line. Special conditions are 
also developed to maintain the SPM-class areas 

in the San Juan River SRMA and to maintain 

primitive recreation opportunities on Mancos 
Mesa. 

Primitive (P) Class 

ROS P-class areas (196,040 acres) would be 

managed to be essentially free of evidence of 

human use and to maintain an environment of 

isolation (not more than 6 group encounters per 

day). Levels of management and use are aimed at 

maintaining natural ecosystems. These special 

conditions apply to all P-class areas except 

those at Squaw and Cross Canyons near the 

Colorado state line. 

Activities within ROS P-class areas would be 

approved only with special conditions to 

maintain the primitive recreation 

opportunities. Surface disturbance would be 

limited to that for which revegetatfon could be 

successfully established within 1 year after 

project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation must be with native species 

naturally occurring in the vicinity. 

ROS P-class areas would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

- available for geophysical work; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for onsite 
collection of dead wood for campfires; 

available for livestock use; 

excluded from new land treatments; 

managed to allow cultural resources to 

remain subject to natural forces; 

designated as closed to ORV use; 

managed as VRM class I, with only those 

projects that meet class-I objectives 

allowed; 

managed to limit recreation use to maintain 

primitive recreation opportunities; 

subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods used only 

if necessary to protect life or property; and 

excluded from surface disturbance by 

mechanized or motorized equipment. 

Seaipri~itfve Nomtorfzed (SPUN) Class 

ROS SPNM-class areas (505,700 acres) would be 

managed to provide a predominantly natural 

environment with limited evidence of human use 

and restrictions and, where possible, to provide 

an environment with some opportunity for 

isolation lnot more than 10 group encounters per 

day). Levels of management and use are aimed at 

maintaining natural ecosystems where feasible. 

These special conditions apply to all SPNM-class 

areas except those at Squaw and Cross Canyons 

near the Colorado state line.- 
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Activities within ROS SPNM-class areas would be 

approved only with special conditions to 
maintain primitive recreation opportunities. 

Surface disturbance would be limited to that for 

which revegetation could be successfully 

established within 5 years after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 
successful when seedlings are established and 

tending toward the density that existed before 

the surface was disturbed. New access routes 

would be completely rehabilitated after project 

completion, except that certain routes may be 
left for continued access at the request of BLM. 

In SPNM areas cut by mile-wide SPM- or RN-class 

corridors (along established roads), the special 

conditions for SPW areas would be applied, 

except that surface disturbance and new access 
roads would be reclaimed or rehabilitated to 

standard conditions. 

ROS SPNM-class areas would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with special 

conditions requiring revegetation as stated 

above within 5 years after project 

completion (Category 2); 

- available for geophysical work; 

- available for disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and conznercial use of 

woodland products in designated areas, 

except that onsite collection of dead 

fuelwood for campfires would be allowed 

throughout the area; 

- available for livestock use; 

- available for construction of range 

improvements and new land treatments so long 

as they are made to blend with the natural 

character of the land; 

- managed to allow cultural resource 
management activities that blend with the 

natural character of the land; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails in 

SRMAs and to existing roads and trails 

elsewhere; 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods allowed 

on designated roads and trails, except that 
fires in riparian areas would be suppressed; 

and 

- managed to allow construction of development 

projects that blend with the natural 

character of the land. 

Roaded Natural (RN) Class on Mancos Mesa 

The RN-class area on Mancos Mesa (9,430 acres) 

would be closed to ORV use to protect the 

adjacent P-class areas. In an area closed to 

ORV use, a plan of operations is required for 

any mining-related activity other than casual 

use. 

Semiprimitive Motorized (SPM) Class within San 

Juan River SRMA 

The WI-class area within San Juan River SRMA 

(9,380 acres) would be managed under the special 

conditions given above for P-class areas, except 

that motorized boat use on San Juan River would 

be allowed. This area would be managed to 

maintain an environment of isolation insofar as 

allowed by the river permit and patrol system. 

Levels of management and use are aimed at 

maintaining safety and the rfverine ecosystem. 

The follwing special conditions are in addition 

to, and take precedence over, those for P-class 

areas. 

The area would be withdrawn from mineral entry, 

and surface disturbance frorP mining activities 

on existing claims would be limited to the 

extent possible without curtailing valid 

existing rights. That area above the rim in the 

vicinity of the Bluff airport lease would be 

available for mineral material disposal. 
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Except for motorized boat use on the San Juan 

River, no vehicle access would be allowed from 

Comb Wash downstream to Lime Creek and below 

Mexican Hat bridge. In an area closed to ORV 

use, a plan of operations is required for any 

mining-related activity other than casual use. 

In other areas within the SRMA, vehicle access 

would be limited to designated roads and trails. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Portions of the San Juan and Colorado Rivers and 

the White Canyon drainage have been determined 

eligible under the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act as 

amended. BLM guidance provides that eligible 
rivers be afforded adequate interim protection 

until Congress acts to accept or reject the 

segment. Interim management for these segments 

is as follows: 

San Juan River 

The eligible segment includes the BW protion of 

the San Juan River from the bridge on U.S. 

Highway 191 below Bluff to the Glen Canyon NRA 

boundary. This segment would be managed under 

special conditions as listed below: 

ROS P-Class conditions for San Juan River 

- excluded from private and commercial use 

of woodland products, except for onsite 

collection of dead wood for campfires; 

- Available for livestock use; 

- excluded from new land treatments; 

- managed to allow clutural resources to 

remain subject to natural forces; 

- managed as VRM class I, with only those 

projects that meet class-I objectives 

allowed; 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods used 

only if necessary to protect 1 ife or 

property; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by 

mechanized or notorized equipment. 

Senipriaitive Motorized (SF+!) Class within San 

Juan River SRHA 

The SPM-class area within San Juan River SRMA 

(9,380) acres) would. be managed under certain 

conditions listed above for P-class. areas, 

except that motorized boat use on San Juan River 

would be allowed. This area would be managed to 

maintain an environment of isolation insofar as 

allowed by river permit and patrol system. 
Levels of management and use are aimed at 

maintaining safety and the rfverine ecosystem. 

The following special conditions are in addition 

to those listed above for P-class areas. 

The area would be withdrawn from mineral entry, 

and surface disturbance from mining activities 

on existing claims would be limited to the 

extent possible without curtailing valid 

existing rights. That area above the rim in the 

vicinity of the Bluff airport lease would be 

available for mineral material disposal. 

Except for motorized boat use on the San Juan 

River, no vehicle access would be allowed from 

Comb Wash downstream to Lime Creek and below 

Mexican Hat bridge. In an area closed to ORV 

use, a plan of operations is required for any 

mining-related activity other than casual use. 

In other areas within the SRMA, vehicle access 

would be limited to designated roads and trails. 

Fl OOdDl ainS and Riparian/Aouatic Areas 

All floodplains and riparian/aquatfc areas are 

managed in accordance with Executive Orders 

11988 and 11990 and the Endangered Species Act, 

the BLM Rfparian Area Management Policy, and the 

Utah guidelines for implementing BLM riparian 

area management policy. The only other special 

condition not listed above is: 

- subject to fire suppression to protect 

riparian habitat. 

Colorado River 

The eligible segment includes the BLM portion of 

the Colorado River, from the north line of 

public land south of the San Juan County line : 
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down river to the north boundary of Canyonlands 
National Park. This segment would be managed 
under special conditions for floodplains and 

riparian/aquatic areas (entire 12.5 mile 

segment) and SPNM class (lower 9.5 mile 

segment). These conditions area: 

Floodplains and Riparian/Aquatic Areas 

All floodplains and riparian/aquatic areas are 

managed in accordance with Executive Orders 
11988 and 11990 and the Endangered Species Act, 

the BLM Riparian Area Management Policy, and the 

Utah quidelines for implementing BLM riparian 

area management policy. These special 
conditions apply to riparian areas wherever they 

occur, but not to nonriparian areas within the 
estimated corridor. 

Floodplains and riparian/aquatic areas would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy within actual 

floodplains or riparian/aquatic areas 

(Catagory 3); 

- available for geophysical work; 

- available for disposal of mineral 

materials with an approved plan of 

operations; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved 

plan of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 
classified, segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use 

of woodland products except for limited 

onsited collection of dead fuelwood for 

campfires; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with 

use limited to designated roads and trails; 

- subject to fire suppression to protect 

riparian habitat in ROS SPNM-, SPM- and 

RN-class areas and to conditional 

supression elsewhere; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by 
mechanized or motorized equipment (except 

as allowed above) and from structural 

development (unless there is no practical 

alternative or the development would 

enhance riparian/aquatfc 'values) within 

actual floodplains or rfparian/aquatic 

areas. 

Semiprimitive Nonmotorized (SPNMMI Class 

ROS SPNM-class areas would be managed to provide 
a predominatly natural environment with limited 

evidence of human use and restrictions and, 

where possible, to provide an environment with 

some opportunity for isolation (not more than 10 

group encounters per day). Levels of management 

and use are aimed at maintaining natural 

ecosystems where feasible. 

Activities within ROS SPNM-class areas would be 
approved only with special conditions to 

maintain primitive recreation opportunities. 

Surface disturbance would be limited to that for 

which revegetation could be successfully 

established within 5 years after project 

completion. Revegetation would be deemed 

successful when seedlings are established and 

tending toward the density that existed before 

the surface was disturbed. New access routes 

would be completely rehabilitated after project 

completion, except that certain routes may be 

left for continued access at the request of BLM. 

ROS SPNM-class areas would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with special 

conditions requiring revegetation as 

stated above within 5 years after project 

completion (Category 2); 

- available for geophysical work; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved 

plan of operations; 

- retained in publiE ownership and not 

classified, segregated, or withdrawn from 

entry; 
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- available for private and commercial use 
of woodland products in designated areas, 

except that onsite collection of dead 
fuelwood for campfires would be allowed 

throught the area; 

- available for livestock use; 

- available for construction of range 
improvements and new land treatments so 

long as they are made to blend with the 
natural character of the land; 

- managed to allow cultural resource 

management activities that blend with the 

natural character of the land; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with 

use limited to designated roads and trails 

in SRMAs and to existing roads and trials 

elsewhere; 

- subject to conditional fire suppression, 

with motorized suppression methods allowed 

on designated roads and trials, except 

that fires in riparian areas would be 

suppressed; and 

- managed to allow construction of 

development projects that blend with the 

natural character of the land. 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with 

stipulations to prevent surface occupancy 

(Category 3); however, the area manager 

would grant an exception to the no surface 

occupancy stipulation in the event it is 

determined, through an environmental 

impact statement (EIS), ff necessary, with 

the adoption and use of appropriate 
mitigation measures, that the project 
would meet visual quality standards for 

the area. 

- avialable for geophysical work; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved 

plan of operations; 

- available for disposal of mineral 

materials subject to visual quality 

considerations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified, segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- available for private and commercial use 

of woodland products in designated areas 

except that onsite collection of dead 
fuelwood for campfires would be allowed 

throughwout the area; 

White Canyon 

- available for livestock use; 

The eligible segment includes the BLM portion of 

White Canyon from the USFS boundary to the 

boundary of Glen Canyon NRA. This segment would 

be managed under special conditions as listed 

below: 

Scenic Highway Corridor ACEC 

To maintain scenic quality, surface disturbance 

would be limited to that for which revegetatfon 

could be successfully established within 5 years 

after project completion. Revegetation would be 

deemed successful when seedlings are established 

and tending toward the density that existed 

before the surface was disturbed. All 

revegetation must be with native species 

naturally occurring in the area. 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with 

use limited to existing roads and trails; 

- managed to limit recreation use if scenic 

values are being damaged; 

- managed as VRM class I, with projects that 

meet these visual quality standards 

allowed (those recreation development 

projects proposed in the 4333 section of 

this plan would not have to meet the VRPI 

class standards); and - 

s subject to conditional fire suppression. 
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PEARSON CANYON HIKING AREA 

Pearson Canyon Hiking Area (1,280 acres) would 

be managed for intensive recreation use. The 
hiking area would be: 

- open for mineral leasing with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (Category 3); 

- available for geophysical work; 

- closed to disposal of mineral materials; 

- open to mineral entry with an approved plan 

of operations; 

- retained in public ownership and not 

classified 'as segregated or withdrawn from 

entry; 

- excluded from private and commercial use of 

woodland products, except for limited onsite 

collection of dead wood for camp fires; 

- excluded from livestock use; 

- excluded from land treatments or other 
livestock or wildlife improvements; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with use 

limited to designated roads and trails; 

- managed to limit recreation use if natural 
values are being damaged. 

- subject to conditional fire suppression; and 

- excluded from surface disturbance by 
mechanized or motorized equipment. 

DEVELOPED RECREATION SITES 

The special conditions for 250 acres of 

developed recreation sites are those necessary 

to protect the Federal Government's investment 

in capital improvements and facilities. The 

special conditions would apply when site 

development begins, except for mineral leasing 

category stipulations, which would apply upon 

adoption of the RMP. 

Developed recreation sites would be: 

- open for oil and gas leasing with 

stipulations to prevent surface occupancy 

(category 3); 

- withdrawn from mineral entry; 

- excluded from livestock grazing; 

- excluded from land treatments or other 

range improvements; 

- excluded from private and commercial use 

of woodland products, including limited 

onsite collection of dead fuelwood for 

campfires; 

- designated as limited for ORV use, with 

use limited to designated roads and 

trails; and 

- subject to fire suppression. 

EXISTING LAND LEASES 

Existing special land use leases carry 

conditions to ensure that the public lands 

remain suitable for the purpose for which the 

lease was issued. Special conditions would be 

applied to other land use activities consistent 

with these prior lease rights. Existing 

rights-of-way would remain in effect with the 

stipulations in place when issued. 

The following special conditions would be 

applied to protect existing special land use 

leases. 

Bluff Airport Lease 

Uses of the 400 acres now covered by the Bluff 

Airport lease would be allowed only when 

consistent with the use of the leased land for 

airport purposes. The land could be used for 

extraction or production 07 natural resources, 

including grazing, only with consent of the 

lessee. The party wishing to use the land must 
file with the Federal Aeronautics Administration 

(FAA) and would be bound by FM regulations 

Part 77, "Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace." 
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Recapture Lake Right-of-Way 

The 20-acre Recapture Lake RLPP lease has been 

relinquished, and the lake (480 acres) is 
presently under a right-of-way with stipulations 

to prevent surface occupancy (category 3). 

Under the RMP, the area would remain in leasing 

category 3 and would be open to mineral entry. 

MATERIAL SITE RIGHTS-OF-WAY 

Material site rights-of-way (900 acres) are 

segregated from mineral entry as long as the 

right-of-way is in effect. These are listed in 

chapter 2, but are not mapped. When the grantee 

relinquishes the right-of-way, the lands would 

be reopened to mineral entry. 
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APPENDIX 1 - PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AND 

INTERGDVERNMENTAL/INTERAGENCY COORDINATION 

Public participation in developing the RMP, as 

well as coordination with state, federal and 

local governments and agencies is shown in the 

following list of public meetings, contacts with 

officials and media coverage. 

Date Event 

March 1983 Meeting with Resource 

development Coordinating 

Committee 

March 29, 1983 

March 31, 1983 

Letter at start of process 

Meeting with mayors and 

county commissioners 

April 5, 1983 Monticello public scoping 

meeting 

April 6, 1983 Blanding public scoping 

meeting 

August 25, 1983 Letter on issues and 

planning criteria 

Januray 10, 1985 Meeting with Mesa Verde NP 

staff (including Hovenweep) 

January 25, 1985 Letter on preplanning 

analysis 

Date 

July 16, 

July 22, 

August 7, 

June 30, 

August 12, 

August 14, 

October 30, 

1986 

1986 

1986 

1987 

1987 

1986 

1986 

February 25, 1985 Meeting with mayors and 

county commissioners 

November 12, 1986 

March 1, 1985 Letter on planning criteria 

July 25, 1985 Interagency meeting 

including NPS staff from 

Canyonlands (Needles and 
Natural Bridges units), Mesa 
Verde (including Hovenweep) 

and Glen Canyon National 

Recreation Area (NRA) 

October 17, 1985 Meeting with Glen Canyon NRA 

staff 

1985 and 1986 Informal meetings and 

corespondence with NPS on 

Hovenweep General Management 

Plan and Cooperative 

Management Strategy 

January 9, 1987 

and 
February 17, 1987 

April 1, 1987 

October 22, 1987 

December 10, 1987 

December 15, 1987 

Event 

Monticello open house, draft 

RMP/EIS 

Meeting with Resource 

Development Coordinating 

Committee 

Multiple Use Advisory 

Council, draft RMP/EIS 

Meeting with Canyonlands 

National Park (NP) staff 

Multiple Use Advisory 

Council, proposed RMP and 

final EIS 

Followup discussion of ACECs 

with San Juan County 

Commission (after Multiple 

Use Advisory Council meeting) 

Letter to county on ACEC 

policy and proposed 

regulations 

Meeting with Utah State 

officials 

Meetings with NPS on 

Hovenweep Cooperative 

Management Strategy 

Approval of Hovenweep 

Cooperative Management 

Strategy- 

Meeting with NPS on 

Hovenweep Cooperative * 

Management Strategy 

Proposed RMP/ffnal EIS 

mailing 

Meeting with Resource 

Development Coordinating 

Conxeittee June II, 1986 Draft RMP/EIS mailing 



Date Date Federal Register Notice 

February 4, 1988 Meeting with Utah State 

officials 

February 16, 1988 Meeting with Congressional 

delegation 

March 1, 1988 Meeting with county 

commissioners, 

representatives of 

Congressional delegation, 

Utah State officials, and 

others 

March 17, 1988 Meeting with Utah State 

officials 

April 14, 1988 Meeting with State Land Board 

April 25, 1988 Meeting with Utah Public 

Lands Coalition 

May 11, 16, 23, 24, Open houses on PRMP (Various 
31 and June 1, 1988 locations) 

August 4, 1988 Meeting with NPS on 

Hovenweep Cooperative 
Management Strategy 

BLM files document several other formal contacts 

with federal, state and county officials 

throughout development of the San Juan RMP. 

Various public notices and news releases have 

kept other government agencies, as well as 

concerned individuals, informed of RMP/EIS 

developments. 

Date Federal Register Notice 

March 11, 1983 Notice of Intent to Plan 

June 6, 1986 Notice of availability of 

Draft RMP/EIS 

June 20, 1986 EPA notice of availability 

of Draft RMP/EIS 

December 10, 1987 Notice of availability of 

proposed RMP and final EIS 

December 18, 1987 EPA notice of availability 

of proposed RMP and final EIS 

January 14, 1988 Extension of protest period 

July 14, 1989 Notice of availability of 

proposed RMP 

Between 1983 and 1989, area newspapers carried 

several news releases related to development of 

the draft RMP/EIS and the proposed RMP and final 

EIS. 

Year Date -- NewSDaDer 

1983 March 28 

March 31 

September 1 

Salt Lake Tribune 

San Juan Record 

San Juan Record 

1985 January 30 San Juan Record 

February 20 San Juan Record 

March 6 San Juan Record 

July 17 San Juan Record 

August 28 San Juan Record 

1986 January 31 San Juan Record 

June 11 San Juan Record 

June 12 Moab Times Independent 

June 26 Grand Junction Daily Sentinel 

July 16 San Juan Record 

August 6 San Juan Record 

August 20 San Juan Record 

October 22 San Juan Record 

November 3 Deseret News 

1988 January 5 Grand Junction Daily Sentinel 

January 13 San Juan Record 

January 27 San Juan Record 

February 3 San Juan Record 

February 10 San Juan Record 

1989 July 19 Deseret News 
July 26 -4. San Juan Record 

August 2 San Juan Record 

August 22, 1986 Extension of comment period 

September 5, 1986 Extension of comment period 
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COORDINATION/CONSISTENCY WITH NPS Alternative D 

One of the protests of the PRMP claimed that the 

RMP did not comply with policy requiring 

coordination and consistency between BLM plans 

and plans and policies of NPS. BLM planners 

coordinated extensively with NPS staff as shown 

above and prescribed certain special management 

conditions in the RMP as a result of this 

coordination. NPS did not identify any 
inconsistency with their land use plans. 

The following is a list of special management 

conditions prescribed in the various 
alternatives of the EIS for BLM lands adjacent 

to NPS lands. These examples all show some 

degree of sensitivity to and consistency with 

NPS management of adjacent lands. 

- 31 miles would be designated as ACECs 

and managed for VRM class I; 

- 2 miles would be designated an ONA and 

managed to maintain ROS P and SPNM 

classes; 

- 70 miles would be managed as an SRMA 

to protect recreation opportunities; 

- 65 miles would be NSO for mineral 

leasing and closed to ORV use; and 

- 5 miles would be managed for limited 

surface use. 

Alternative E 

Canvonlands National ParK 

The 70 miles shared with Canyonlands NP would be 

managed as follows in the different alternatives. 

- 25 miles would be designated an area 

of critical environmental concern (ACEC) 

and closed to ORV use; 

Alternative A 

- 1.5 miles would be managed as a 

primitive area and an SRMA and closed to 

ORV use. 

Alternative B 

- 1.5 miles would be managed as an SRMA 

to protect recreation opportunities. 

Alternative C 

- 31 miles would be designated as ACECs 

with ORV use limited to existing roads 

and trails and managed as VRM class I; 

- 2 miles would be designated an ONA 

managed to maintain ROS P and SPNM 

classes; 

- 70 miles would be managed as an SRMA 

to protect recreation opportunities; and 

- 4 miles would be managed as SPNM ROS 

class, with ORV use limited to existing 

roads and trails; 

- 10 miles would be managed with ORV use 

limited to designated roads and trials; 

- 3 miles would be designated closed and 

24 miles designated NSO for mineral 

leasing; 

- over 40 miles of the common boundary 

would have some type of surface-use 

restrictions including closure to ORV use 

and management for primitive recreation 

opportunities; and 

- all but 6 miles of the boundary would 

be designated as an SRMA to be managed 

for ROS classes. 

- 40 miles would be designated as NSO 

for mineral leasing and closed to ORV use. 
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Glen Canyon National Recreation Area 

The 150 miles shared with Glen Canyon NRA would 

be managed in the different alternatives. as 

follows: 

Alternative A 

- 30 miles would be designated as 

primitive areas and closed to ORV use; and 

- 56 miles would be managed as SRMAs to 

protect recreation opportunities. 

Alternative B 

- 56 miles would be managed as SRMAs to 

protect recreation opportunities. 

- 3 miles would be managed as ROS SPNM 
class with ORV use limited to designated 

roads and trials; and 

- 64 miles would be closed to ORV use. 

Natural Bridges Uational Monlnent 

The 16.5 miles around Natural Bridges NM would 

be managed as follows in the different 

alternatives: 

Alternative A 

- 8 miles open to mineral leasing with 

special conditions to protect seasonal 

wildlife habitat. 

.Alternative B 

Alternative C 

- 41 miles would be designated ONAs and 

56 miles as SRMAs and managed to protect 

ROS P and SPNM classes; and 

- 126 miles would be designated NSO for 

mineral leasing and closed to ORV use. 

Alternative D 

- 41 miles would be designated ONAs and 

56 miles as SRMAs and managed to protect 

ROS P and SPNM classes;and 

- 137 miles would be designated NSO for 

mineral leasing and closed to ORV use: 

- 16.5 miles managed under standard 

operating conditions. 

Alternative C 

- 10.5 miles designated NSO for mineral 

leasing; and 

- 10.5 miles managed to maintain ROS 

SPNM class and closed to ORV use. 

Alternative D 

- 16.5 miles managed as a natural 

succession area closed to mineral leasing 

and entry, closed to ORV use and managed 

for VRM class I. 

Alternative E 
Alternative E 

- 31 miles would be closed to mineral 

leasing and mineral entry; 

- 30 miles would be designated NSO for 

mineral 'leasing; 

- 27 miles would be managed as ROS P 

class and for VRM class I; 

- 6 miles would be designated an ACEC 

and managed for scenic values; and 

- 16.5 miles would be managed for ROS 

SPHit class with ORV use limited to 

existing roads and trails. 
-a 

- 47 miles would be managed as ROS SPNM 

class with ORV use limited to existing 
roads and trails; 
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Hovenweep National Monument 

The 2.75 miles around Hovenweep NM would be 

managed in the different alternatives as follows: 

Alternative A 

- 2.75 miles would be designated NSO for 

mineral leasing. 

Alternative B 

-2.75 miles would be managed under 
standard operating conditions. 

Alternative C 

- 2.75 miles would be designated NSO for 

mineral leasing. 

Alternative D 

- 2.75 miles would be designated an ACEC 

with mineral leasing as NSO, ORV use 

limited to designated roads and trials 

and managed as VRM class I. 

Alternative E 

- 2.75 miles would be designated an ACEC 

managed for cultural, wildlife and scenic 

values with ORV use limited to designated 

roads and trials and mineral leasing as 

NSO. 
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FIGURE - 2 

Areas Under Wilderness Review 

m Designated Wilderness, National Forest Service 

Proposed Wilderness Areas, National Park 
Service 

:: 
I / ,, BLM Instant Study Areas (ISA) 

1. Dark Canyon ISA’ (62.040 acres) 
2. Grand Gulch ISA* (37,810 acres) 

cl 
BLM Wilderness Study Areas (WSA) 

3. Indian Creek WSA. UT-060-164 (6,670 acres) 
4. SridQer Jack Mesa WSA. UT-C&O-167 (5.250 acres) 
5. Butter Wash WSA, UT-060-169 (22,030 acres) 
6. South Needles WSA. (Sec. 202) UT-060-16QA (160 acres) 
7. Middle Paint WSA’, UT-060-171 (5.990 acres) 
6. Maw~oa Mesa WSA, tJl’+XdI-161 (51,440 acrea) 
9. Pine Canyon WSAO, UT-060.166 (10.690 acres) 

10. Cheesebox Canyon WS& UT-065-191 (15.410 acres) 
11. Bultat Canyon WSA2, UT-NJ-196 (6.520 acres) 
12. Sliokhorn Canyon WSA’, UT-060-1971196 (45,390 acres) 
13. Road Canyon WSA, UT-060-201 (62,420 acres) 
14. Fish Creek Canyon WSA. UT-060-204 (46.440 acres) 
15, f&Is Canyon WSA, UT-060-206B (5,990 acres) 
16. Shleks Flat WSA’, UT-060.224 (3,140 acres) 
17. Squaw Canyon WSA, C0-030-265A/UT-060-227 (6.560 

acws I” Utah, 11.190 acres total) 
16. Cross Canyw WSA, CO-(UP265/Uf-O60-229 (1.000 

acres m Utah, 12,730 acras total) 

‘Part of Dark Canyon ISA Complex 
*Part of Grand Gulch ISA Complex 

Note: All acreage figures are public land acres. 
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